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By l\Ir. PATTON of Pennsylvania: .A bill (H. R. 25925). 

granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Michael ; to the Com
mittee on Im-alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25926) granting a pension to William Clin
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 25927) grantfag an increase of 
pension to Casper Laager; to the Qommittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 25928) granting a pension to 
John W. :Merriman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 25929) for the relief of the 
estate of Leopold Harth, deceased; to the Committee on ;war 
Claims. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 25930) for the relief of 
William Helsper; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25931) granting a pension to Lucretia B. 
Crockett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 25932) granting an 
increase of pension to Lydia L. Clark; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25933) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael O'Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25934) granting an honorable discharge 
to William H. Thiell; to the Committee on Military .Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Southern Baptist Conven
tion at Oklahoma, Okla., protesting against the wearing of any 
religious garb in Government schools; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of C. A. Burrows, Lancaster, Pa., 
favoring legislation relative to the high cost of living; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTl\IAN: Petition of the Aero Club of Pennsyl
vania, favoring passage of a national statute for the regulation 
and c-0ntrol of the navigation of the air; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KTl\TKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of C. El .Tames, 
Bayonne, N. J. , favoring passage of House bill 22527, for re
striction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and. 
Naturalization. · 

.Also, petition of the Workmen's Sick and Death Benefit Fund 
of the ·united States of America, protesting against the passage 
of House bill 22527~ for restriction of immigration; to the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By 1\Ir. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Ne
braska, protesting against the passage of any pa.reel-post meas
ures; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce, Los 
Angeles, Cal., favoring passage of bill giving American vessels 
free use of the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Southern Baptist Convention at Okla
homa, Okla., favoring passage of bill prohibiting the wearing 
of any religious garb in Government schools; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of citizens of Perth Amboy, N. J., 
against passage of bill providing celebration of 100 years of 
peace with England; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By l\Ir. SULZER: Retition of the Maritime Exchange of New 
York City and the American Institute of 1\Iarine Underwriters, 
favoring appropriation of $5,000 to cover cost of the partici
pation of the United States at the International Conference on 
Maritime Law; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the American Embassy Association of New 
York, :favoring passage of House bill 22589, for improving em
bassy, legation, and consular buildings; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By l\:fr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the Shorthand Club of 
New York (Inc.), protesting against passage of House bill 4036, 
providing for appointment of official shorthand reporter.s for the 

. United States district courts; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. • 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Memorial of Jacob S: Strahl 
Lodge, No. 158, Independent Order Ahawas Israel, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., against passage -0f bills restricting immigration; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of New York Typographical Union, No. 6, 
nga inst passa ge of pa-rts of Bourne parcel-post bill; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

AJso, petition of Photo-Engrave1'S' Union of New York City, 
agains t passage of the Bourne parcel-post bill; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

SENATK 
WEDNESDAY, July 934, 1912. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. IDysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings when, on request of ~Ir. LODGE and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 
was approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted 
by the International Longshoremen's Association, favoring ap
propria tions for deepening and widening the channels of the 
-Great Lakes, etc., which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. · 

He also presented a resolution adopted by members of the 
Inventors' Guild, favoring ihe appointment of a commission to 
investigate and accomplish reforms in the Patent Office and in 
the courts hearing pa tent cases, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. ORA WFORD presented a petition of Local Division No. 
213, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Huron, S. Dak1, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting to the pub
lications of fraternal associations the privileges of second-class 
mail matter, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a telegram from the president of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., which I ask 
may lie on the table and be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no -0bjection, the telegram was ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., July f.S, 191i. 
Hon. GEORGE c. PERKINS, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. 0.1 
Answering yours 21st, telegrams referred to are personal from cer• 

tam members of chamber, presumably sent following their s1gnaturea 
to petition circulated by transportation companies interested authoriz
ing telegrams to be sent in members' names. They do not represent 
official action of this chamber, as names and signatures are unknown to 
us. Can not ackllowledge as requested. Attitude of chamber of com· 
merce is expressed in its resolution of March 11, copy of which you 
have. This resolution was unanimously adopted by the board of d1rec .. 
tors of chamber and represents opinion of. a large majority of its 
members in obtaining signatures to the petition. All influence was ex. 
ercised on those from whom Pacific Mail purchases supplies and with 
whom it hrui business relations. Please file this communication with 
the Senate committee and reaffirm chamber's attitude as expressed in 
the resolution referred to . 

SAN F'RA.NCISCO CHAMBER OF CO:UlfERCE, 
AL H. ROBBINS, Jr., President. 

1\fr. SMITH of Michigan presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of .Middleville, Mich., praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by, 
outside dealers, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Central Lodge, No. 475, Inter
national Association of Machinists, of Grand Rapids, Mich., 1 

praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of George W. Stone, com.
mander Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, 
<>f Lansing, .Mich., remonstrating against the proposed discon
tinuance of the pension. agency at Detroit, Mich., which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the State Associa
tion of Farmers' Clubs of Michigan, favoring the enactment of 
legislation designating September 30 of each year as " memory 
day," which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OLIV""ER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Wil
merding, Pa., remonstrating against an appropriation being made 
to be used for the purpose of celebrating the one hundredth an
niversary of peace with England, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No.1, International 
Steel and Copper Plate Printers' Union of North America, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called in
junction limitation bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by members of the Aero 
Club of Pennsylvania, favoring the enactment of legislation pro
viding for the regulation and control of aerial navigation, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of sundry members of 
the New England Society of Friends, residents of Providence, 
R. I., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
preTent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of sundry .citizens of 
Wilmerding, Pa., remonsb:ating against an appropriation being 
made for the purpose of celebrating the one hundredth an
niversary of peace with England, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McLEAN, from the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 6942) to establish the Pecos National Game Refuge in the 
State of New Mexico, and for other purposes, reported it with
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 963) thereon. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 25060) for the relief of 
Joe Cook, reported it without amendment and submitted a re
port (No. 964) thereon. 

Mr. BRISTOW, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend
ment and submitted reports thereon : 

H. R..16621. An act for the indemnification of Frank Wenzel 
(Rept. No. 965) ; and 

H. R.17709. An act for the relief of John M. Oak (Rept. No. 
966). . 

.l\lr. GALLING ER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 22648) to au
thorize a change in the location of Fourteenth Street NE., in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 967) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By l\Ir. CATRON: 
A bill ( S. 7350) !or the relief of Nicolas Apodaca ; and 
A bill ( S. 7351) for the relief of Cecilio Sandoval ; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 7352) granting an increase of pension to James F .. 

Bandy; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. POINDEXTER: 
A bill ( S. ·7353) for the relief of Robert D. Gray; to the Com

mittee on Claims. 
By Mr. SMITH of Michigan : 
A bi11 ( S. 7354) to remove the charge of desertion f rom the 

military record of Charles F. Getchell; and 
A bill ( S. 7355) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

military record of Edwin Chapple; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 7356) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
CulJin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES : 
A bill ( S. 7357) granting an increase of pension to Emlles 

Pomei·oy; to the Committee on Pensiuns. 
By Mr. LODGE: 
A bill (S. 7358) authorizing the Treasury Department to test 

upon ships a device for hoisting and lowering lifeboats at sea; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McLEAN : 
A bill (S. 7359) granting an increase of pension to Mary J . 

Weeks (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By Mr. WATSON : 
A bill (S. 7360) granting an increase of pension to Curtiss D. 

Garrett (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By l\Ir. MARTIN of Virginia : 
A bill ( S. 7361) for the relief of William Allm·a.n and others; 

to the Committee on Claims. · 
ilIEND:MENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $193,543.02 in settlement of the claim of the State 
of Oregon for expenses incurred in raising volunteers for serv
ice in Indian wars, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 25970), whieh was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

TARIFF DUTIES ON WOOL. 

Mr. CUMl\IINS. I submit a proposed amendment to House 
bill 22195, ordinarily known as the wool bill. I ask that it be 
printed and lie on the table and also that it be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the amendment was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed and to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CUMMINS to the bill H. R . 

22105, "An act to reduce the duties on wool and manufactures of 
wool," viz : Strike out all after the enacting clause and substitute 
therefor the following : 
That the act entitled ".An' act to provide revenue, equalize duties·, 

and encourage the industries of the United States, and for other pur· 
poses," approved August 5, 1900, be, and the same is hereby, amended 

J:>y striking out a.11 of the paragraphs of Schedule K of section 1 of 
said act, from 360 to 395, inclusive, and inserting in place thereof the 
following: 

" 1. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals 
shall be divided for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged 
thereon into the three following classes : · 

" 2. Class 1, tbat is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools 
or other wools of merino blood immediate or remote, down clothing 
~ools •. and combing wools of like character with any of the preceding, 
mcludmg Bagdad wool, China lamb's wool, Castel Branco, .Adrianople 
skin wool or butcher's wool, and such as have been heretofore usually 
imported into the United States from Buenos Aires, New Zealand, 
Egypt, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, · Canada, 
Morocco, and elsewhere, and Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, down 
combing wools, Canada long wools, or other like wools of English blood, 
and usually known by the terms herein used, and all wools not herein
after provided for in class 3. 

" 3. Class 2, that is to say, all hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or 
other like animal, not hereinafter provided for in class 3. 

" 4. Class 3, that ls to say, Donskoi, Native South American, Cor
dova, Valparaiso, NatiTe Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and all such 
wools of like character as have been heretofore usually imported into 
the United States from Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting 
im,t>roved \.Tools hereinafter provided for . 

" 5. The standard samples of all woo;s or hair which are now or 
may be hereafter deposited in the principal customhouses of the United 
States, under the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be 
the standards for the classification of wools and hair under this aet, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to renew these stand
ards and to make such additions to them from time to time as may be 
required, and he shall cause to be deposited like standards in other 
customhouses of the United States when they may be needed. 

" 6. WheneveIW wools of class 3 shall have been improved by the ad
mixture of Merino, or English blood, from their present character, as 
represented by the standard samples, now or hereafter to be deposited 
in the principal customhouses of the United States, such improved wools 
shall be classified for duty a!I class 1 . . 

"7. If any bale or packaae of wool or hair specified in this act shall 
be entered as class 3, and ~all contain a greater percentage of class 1 
woGl, or class 2 hair, than does the proper standard sample thereof, then 
the whole bale or package shall be subject to the rate of duty charge.able 
on wool of class 1, or hair of class 2, as the case may be ; and if any 
bale or package shall be entered -by the importer, or anyone duly author
ized to make entry thereof, as l'lhoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or 
other material, of any class specified in this act, and such bale or pack
age shall contain any admixture of any one or more of the foregoin!!:, or 
of any other material, subject to a higher rate of duty, the whole ~bale 
or ,t>acka.ge shall be dutiable at the highest rate imposed by this act upon 
any article or material in said ba.le or package. 

" 8. WheneTer in any paragraph of this 2.Ct the word " wool " is used 
in connection with the material or manufactured article of which it is 
a component material, it shall be held to include wool or hair of sheep, 
camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animal, .whether manufactured by the 
woolen, worsted, felt, or any other process. 

" 9. The duty on all wools of cl:iss 1 shall be, if scoured, l9 cents 
per pound ; if in the grease, or in any other condition tbn.n scoured, and 
not advanced by any process of manufacture, 18 cents per pound on the 
clean wool, which shall be ascertained by scouring or other te ts mn.de 
in accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas
ury: Prodded, howet:er, That in no event shall the duty exceed 45 per 
cent ad Talorem. 

" 10. The duty on all hair of class 2 shall be, if scoured, 8 cents per 
pound. If in natural condition or any other condition than scoured, and 
not advanced by any process of manufacture, 7 cents per pound on the 
clean hair, which shall be ascertained by scouring or other tests made 
in accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas
ury: Pro-i:ided, however, That m no event shall the duty exceed 30· per 
cent ad valorem. 

" 11. The duty on all wools and camel's hair of class 3 shall be, if 
scoured, 6 cents per pound. If in their natural condition or any other 
condition than scoured, and not advanced by any vrocess of manufac· 
ture, o cents per pound on the clean wool or hair, which shall be ascer
tained by scouring or other tests made in accordance with regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury : Pro'l:ided, however, That 
rn no event shall the duty exceed 40 per cent ad valorem. 

" 12. The duty on wools or hair on the skin shall be 2 cents per 
pound less than is imposed upon the clean wool or hair of class 1, 2, 
or 3, as the case may be, imported not on the skin and unscoured, the 
quantity and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe. 

" 13. Top waste and slubblng waste, 20 cents per pound. 
"14. Roving waste, ring waste, and garneted waste, 16 cents per 

pound. · 
"15. Noils, carbonized, 14 cents per pound; uncarbonized, 11 cents 

per pound. 
" 16. Thread waste, yarn waste, and wool wastes not herein specifiC'd, 

shoddy, mun.go, and wool extractA 7 cents per pound. 
"17. Woolen rags and flocks, iS cents per pound. 
" 18. Combed wool or tops made wholly or in part of wool or camel's 

hair, valued at not more than 20 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound 
on the wool contained therein; valued· at more than 20 cents per pound 
and not more than 30 cants per pound, 16 cents per pound on the wool 
contained therein ; valued at more than 30 cents per pound and not 
more than 40 cents per pound, 18 cents per pound on the wool con
tained therein; valued at more than 40 cents per pound and not more 
than 50 cents per pound, 20 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein; valued above 50 cents per pound, 21 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein. That on all the foregoing in this paragraph 
mentioned there shall be paid an add.itional duty of 5 per cent ad 
valorem. • 

" 19. Wool and hair which has been advanced in any manner or by 
any pr6cess of manufacture beyond the sc:oured condition but less ad· 
vanced than yarn and not specially provided for in this act, 20 cents 
per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition theret o 5 per 
cent ad valorem. 

" 20. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool valued at not more 
than 30 cents per pound the duty shall be l4 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 12 per cent ad valorcm ; 
valued at more than 30 cents per pound and not more than 50 cent s 
per pound the duty shall be 18 cents per pound on the wool contained 
t herein, and in addition thereto 15 per cent ad valo1·em; valued at more 
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than 50 cents per pound and not more than 80 cents per pound the duty 
shall be 21 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi
tion thereto 20 per rent ad valorem; valued at more than 80 cents per 
pound the duty shall be 24 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad valorem. 

" 21. On cloths, knit fabrics, flannels, felts, women and children's 
'dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, buntings, and all other fabrics 
of every description made wholly or in part of woo.I and not specially 
otherwise provided for in this act, valued at not more than 30 cents per 

. pound, the duty shall be 16 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein, and in addition thereto 30 p€r cent ad valorem; valued at more 
than 30 cents per pound and not more than 40 cents per :r.iound the 
duty shall be 18 cents per pound on the wool contained therem, and in 
addition thereto 30 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents 
per pound and not more than 60 cents per pound the duty shall be 22 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 
35 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 60 cents per pound and 
not more than 80 cents per pound, Z6 cents per pound on the wool con
tained therein, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem; valued 
at more than 80 cents per pound and not more than 1 per pound, 281! 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition theretC> 
45 per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than 1 p-er pound and not more 
than $1.50 per pound, 28§ cents per pound on the wool contained therein, 
and in addition thereto 50 per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than $1.50 
28~ cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

" 22. On blankets and on flannels for underwear, composed wholly 
or in part of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the 
'duty shall be 18 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
addition thereto 20 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents 
per pound and not more than 50 cents per pound, the duty shall be 
20. cents per pound on the wool ccmtained therein, and in addition 
thereto 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 
23 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in additi<>n 
thereto 30 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on blankets over 3 
yards in length the same duty shall be paid as on cloths. 

•~ 23. On ready-made clothing and articles of wearing apparel knitted, 
woven, or felt of every description ma.de up or manufactured wholly 
or in part and composed wholly or in part of wool, if valued at not 
more than 40 cents per pound, the duty sh:i.ll be 20 cents per pound 
on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad 
valorem; if valued at more than 40 cents per pound and not more than 
60 cents per pound the duty shall be 22 cents per pound on the wool 
contained therein, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem; 
if valued at more than 60 cents per pound and not more than 80 cents 
per pe>und, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
addition thereto 45 per cent ad valorem; if valued at more than 80 
cents per pound and not more than $1 per pound, 26 cents per pound 
on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 45 per cent ad 
valorem; if v:i.lued at more than $1 per pou,nd and not more than. 
$1.50 per- pound, 28~ ce11ts per pound on the wool contained therein, 
and in addition thereto 50 pe.r cent ad valorem ; if valued at more than 
$1.50 per pound, 28~ cents per pound on the wooJ contained therein, 
and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

"24. On handmade Aubusson, AxmiDster, Oriental, and similar car
pets and rugs made wholly or in part of wool, 55 per cent ad valorem ; 
on all other c:upets of every description, d:ruggets, bockings, mats, 
screens, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and portions o! carpets or car
peting. and all other coverings fo.r floors composed wholly or in part of 
wool. 25 per cent ad valorem. 

"25. All manufactures made wholly or in part of wool and not 
sp cially provided for in this act, if the eomponent material of chief 
value is wood, paper, rubber, or any of the baser metals, the duty shall 
be 22 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 30 per cent ad valorem. If the component material of chief 
value 1s silk, far, precious or semiprecious stones or gold, silver or 
platinum, the duty shall be 22 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein, and in addition thereto 50 per cent ad valorem. If the com
ponent material of chief value be a material not mentioned in this 
paragraph, the duty shall be· 22 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

"26. This act shall take effect on the 1st day of January, 1913."' 

Mr_ WATSON snbmitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 22195) to reduce the duties on 
wool and manufactures of wool, which was ordered to lie on the. 
ta.We and to be printed. 

Il!POBTATION OF .ADULTERATED SEEDS, 

On motion of Mr. GRONNA, it was 
Ordered, That the bill (H. R. 2234-0) to regulate foreign commerce 

by prohibiting the admission into the United States of certain adul
terated seeds and seeds unfit for seeding plll'poses be recommitted to the 
Committee on Agricultu.re and Forestry. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE. LIBRA.RY. 

l\Ir. WET.l\IORE submitted the following resolution ( S. Res. 
365), which was read and referred to the Committee. to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, '.fhat the Committee on the Library or any subco,mmittee· 
thereof be, and is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from 
time to time as may be necessary to report such hearings as may be 

·had on bills or other matters pending before said committee during 
the Sixty-second Congress, and to have the same printed for its use; 
and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund ot the 
Senate. 

LIMIT OF' VISITORIAI. POWEBS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate the following order. 

The Secretary read the order~ submitted by Mr. SMITH of 
Georgia on the 20th instant, as follows : 

Ordered, That the Committee on Finance be dlsctlarged from the 
:farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 24153) to amend and reenact 
section 5241 of the Revised Statutes ot the United States, and that the 
same be laid before the Senate for its consideration.. , 

Mr. LODGE. The Committee on Finance met this morning, 
and I think is in session now. I returned to the Senate be
cause I have-a matter pending on the sundry ciYil app1·opriation 
bill. They were ready to take action upon that bill, but owing 
to the absence of the Senator from Texas [l\.fr. BAILEY], who 
desired to be present when action was taken, they deferred it 
until Monday, knowing that nothing would be done with it in 
the next three days. 

.l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. Then I am perfectly willing that 
the order shall go o\er until Monday, without displacing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will go o\er until 
Monday, without losing its place. The morning business. is 
closed. 

AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

Ur. NELSON submitted the following. re.port: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (RR. 
22043) to authorize additional aids to. navigation in the Light
house Service, and for other purpQses, having met, after full 
and fr ea conference have agreed to recommend and do recom
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 
5, 6, 7, s. 9', 10, ll, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 2.0. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to that part of 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4 striking out the fol
lowing words: " The Secretary of Commerce and Labor is au.
thorized to station the light vessel for which appropriation was 
ma.de in the act of May 27, 1908, or any other light vessel, at 
such position in the vicinity of Frying Pan Shoals as he may 
determine to be most advantageous .to navigation..'' and agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from that part of its amendment num
bered 4 which reads as follows: "That the Secretary of Com
merce and Labor- be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase 
a site and to construct a wharf· and buildings and purchase the 
necessary equipment, so far as funds may permit, for a depot 
for the sixth lighthouse disti~ict, at a cost not to exceed 
$125,()()().'' 

KNUTE NELSON, 
THEODORE' E. BURTON, 
DUNCAN U. FLETCHER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. C. ADAMSON, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
F. C. STEVENS, 

Mana.gers on the part' of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 
WHITE RIVER DAM, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. NELSON submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20347) to authorize the Dixie Power Co. to construct a dam 
across White. River at or near Cotter, Ark., having met~ after 
full and free conference have agreed to. recommend and do rec
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend· 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

KNUTE NELSON~ 
JoNAT~ BommE~ Jr~ 
THOMAS S. MARTIN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. 0. ADAMSON, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
F. 0. STEVENS. 

Manager& 01i the part ·of the; House. 

The report was agreed to. 

PENSIONS AND INCBEASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. 1\lcCUl\IBER submitted the following report:. 

The committee of conference on the disa.greeing votes of the 
two Houses on tp.e amendments of the House to the bill ( S. 
5623) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and 
to certain widows arid dependent relativ-es of such soldiers and 
sailors. having mett after full and free conference have agi·eed 
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to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the House numbered 1, and agree to the same. 

P. J. MCCUMBER, 
HENRY E. BURNHAM, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
WILLIAM A. DICKSON' 

Managers on the part of the Hoiise. 

The report was agreed to~ 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 
6340) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol
diers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain 
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and cer
tain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the House numbered 1, 2, and 3, and agree to the 
same. 

P. J. MCCUMBER, 
HENRY E. BURNHAM, 

Managers on the part of the Renate. 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
WILLI.AM A. DICKSON' 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 

l\f r. icCUMBER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses un the amendments of the House to the bill ( S. 
6978) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain 
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Ci\il War, and to 
widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 1. 
. P . J. MCCUMBER, 

HENRY E. BURNHAM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

\VII.LIAM RICHARDSON, 
.WILLI.AM A. DICKSON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 
SUNDRY CIVIL .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to call up House 
bill 25069, the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed tlle consideration of the bill (H. R. 25069) mak
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. I think an amendment I offered was pending 
when we adjourned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct. The 
amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 159, after line 23, insert: 
To enable the Commissioner of Fisheries to investigate the me1 '.iod of 

fishing known as beam or otter trawling and to report to Coagress 
whether or not this method of. fishing is destructive to the fish :-;pecies 
or is otherwise harmful or undesirable, $5,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo re. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. LODGE. I should like to have the report of the com

mittee of the House and the report of the committee of the 
Senate in regard to the amendment just adopted printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

[House Report No. !)29; Sixty-second Congress, second session.] 
OTTER AXD BEAM .TRAWLING. 

Mr. GnEENE of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, submitted the following report, to accompany 
House joint resolution 173: . 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries to whom was 
referred House joint resolution 173, respectfully report the same to the 

House of Representatives, with the recommendation that the same do 
pass with the following amendments, viz: 

Add, in section 1, line 5, after the word " as," the words " otter and." 
Also add, in section 3, line 12. after the word " appropriation " the 
words "not exceeding $7,500." ' 

Amend the title by adding the words " otter and." 
Until very recen~ly the American method of catching cod, haddock, 

and other fish which frequent the bottom of the sea has been very 
l:irgely ca.rri~d c.n by means of set trawls. These trawls are long 
lmes, anchored to the bottom of the sea. On each line large baited 
hooks a.re attached at close intervals. 

A corporation operating from Boston, Mass., known as the Bay State 
Fishing Co., has introduced within the last few years powerful steam 
vessels, known as otter trawlers. Six of these ves els are now operating 
from the port of Boston. The method of fishin"' known as otter 
trawliJ?-g consists of drngging alo~g the bottom of the ocean a gigantic 
net, Y?Ith a mouth from 100 to loO feet in width, kept open by certain 
contrivances known as otter boards. It is said that these steam ves
sels cost about $50,000 to build, while a large-sized fishing schooner 
such as is used by the Gloucester fleet, costs in the neighborhood of 
$15,000 when ready for sea. Besides the otter trawlers operating out 
of the port of Boston, some similar boats appe..<tr to have been operated 
elsewhere with more or less irregularity. A New York concern known 
as the. Her?ine Fishing Co. contemplates extensive operations in the 
same direction. 

In <;:anada one or two ~u.ch vessels have begun operations; but the 
Canadian Government foro1ds them to fi-sh inside the 3-mile limit 
and efforts are being made in Canada to prohibit the landing of fish in 
her ports caught by otter trawlers in international waters. 

On the Grand Banks to the eastward of Newfoundland the French 
have been operating otter trawlers more or less in the last 10 years. 
A few years ago as many as 30 French trawlers were operating in those 

. waters, but the number has very largely fallen off. It is said to have 
been an unprofitable venture on account of the long distance from the 
French market and for other reasons. 
. The Committee on t~e Merchant Marine and Fishe1·ies gave a hear
mg on H. R. 16457, mtroduced by Congressman GARDNER of Massa
ch~setts, with a view to forbidding the entry in the ports of the 
Umted States of any fish caught by otter trawlers. The committee 
h_owever, unanimously decided that an investigation of the whole ques~ 
t10n must first take place before Intelligent action could be taken. 
Both those who favored H. R. 16457 and those who opposed it agreed 
that they courted an investigation of the whole matter. 

In a general way the opponents of otter and beam trawlina- base 
their case on the statement that it is a method of fishing very destruc· 
tive to fish life. They assert that if otter and beam trawlers are per
mitted to operate, it is only a question of time when the fishing grounds 
will be depleted. · 
. T)?-ose who 9ppose H. R. 16457 contend that otter and beam trawl
mg is a vast llllprovement over older methods, that the New En.,.land 
Nova Scotia, and Newfoundland methods of fishing are antiquated and 
that the people can be supplied with a cheaper food product if 'otter 
trawlers are permitted to operate unhampered. 

It seems to the committee that the question is of the utmost im
portance as to whether or not fishing by otter trawls is destructive of 
the fish species. The matter has been investigat d somewhat in Europe 
and both sides claim to have found material in the European reports to 
substantiate their views. 

Dr. H . . M. Smith, the Deputy CommisIDoner of the Bureau of Fi h
eries, was present at the hearings, and stated to the committee that 
the United States Bureau of Fisheries had given the question a great 
deal of thought. Dr. Smith expressed the opinion that a satisfactory 
investigation could be made for $7,500. He suggested that a wise 
method to pursue in making the investigation would be to detail an 
employee of the Bureau of Fisheries as an observer for an entire 
season on board each otter and beam trawler of the Bay State Fishino
Co.'s fleet. It is understood that this arrangement would be sati; 
factory to the Bay State Fishing Co. 

In addition to this work of practical observation, the United States 
Bureau of Fisheries, in case this resolution is adopted, will make a 
thorough study of all European reports relative to either beam trawl
ing or otter trawling. 

[Senate Report No. 903, Sixty-second Congress, second session.] 
BEAM OR OTTER TR.A WLING. 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Fisheries, submitted the following 
report to accompany lI. R. 25069 : · 

The CoirJ.mittee on l!""'isheries, to whom was referred the proposed 
amendment to the bill (H. R. 25069) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expens~s of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1!)13, and for other purposes, to enable the Commissioner of Fisheries 
to investigate the method of fishing known as "beam or otter trawl
ing " and to. report to Congress whether or not this method of fishing 
is destructive to the fish species or is otherwise harmful or undesirable, 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, having duly considered 
the same, recommends that it do pass. · 

The letter of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, passing upon this 
proposed amendment, is attached hereto and made a part of this report. 

DEPAllTME:N"T (}Ji' COl\HIERCE A:'.'i"D LABOR, 
Washington, June 21, 1912. 

Hon. WESLEY L . JONES, 
Chairman Committee 01i Fisheries, United States Sen.ate. 

Sm : I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of tile 
17th instant transmitting a proposed amendment to the sundry civH 
bill providing for an investigation by the Commissioner of U'isheries of 
the method of fishing known as trawling. In response to your request 
for suggestions as to the merits of the amendment and the propriety of 
its passage, I would state that the question of the destructiveness or 
this kind of fishing is now being agitated, and the House Committee 
on :Merchant Marine and Fisheries has held hearings on House bill No. 
1G457 and joint resolution No. 173, both affecting this matter, and it is 
my understanding that the committee will · make a report favoring an 
investigation as a basis for any legislation thnt may be found to be 
desirable, and recommending a special appropriation therefor. 

In the opinion of the Commissioner of l!'isheries, it is most important 
that the influence of the trawl fishery on the fish supply be ascertained 
and proper steps taken to offset its harmful effects, if any, before the 
industry has attained any large proportions on our coast. There is a 
tendency toward a marked augmentation of the tleet of steam trawling 
vessels and the establishment of the fishery in new regions ; and if 
Congress is to take any cognizance of the fishery and apply restrictive 
or regulating measures, this is the proper time to acquire· the necessary 
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information. Furthermore, the subject has assumed an international 
status, ( 1) because of the appearance of foreign (European) steam 
trawling vessels on the grounds resorted to by American fishermen, and 
(2) in view of the desire of the Government of Canada and Newfound
land, as informally communicated to our Government, to make an in
vestigation and to enact requisite legislation along the lines adopted by 
the United States. 

The department is therefore in favor of the passage of this amend
ment. If you desire further information on the general subject of 
trawling and on the attitude of the Government toward pending legis
lation, it is suggested that you obtain a copy of the recent hearings 
before the House Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Respectfully, 
CHARLES EARL, Acting Secretar y. 

Mr. BORAH. I offer the following amendment, to be inserted 
after the figures "$37,200," on page 104, line 2. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore . . The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Idaho will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 104, after line 2, insert: 
That the failure of a homestead entryman to give notice of election 

of making his proof as required by the act of June G, 1912, being an 
act to amend sections 291 and 297 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to homesteads, shall not in any wise prejudice 
his rights to proceed in accordance with the law under which such enh·y 
was made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Idaho if that is not a change of existing law. Is it not legis
lation? 

Mr. BORAH. I presume it is subject to that objection, but 
before the Senator from Texas raises the point I should like 
to Eav a word in behalf of the amendment. 

The present Congress pas ed an act which was approved June 
6, 1912, known as the three years' homestead bill. By .reason 
of a clause which was inserted in the act in conference great 
injury may come to homesteaders through no fault of theirs. 
I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to this proviso 
in the act: 

Pro d ded, That the Secretary of the Interior shall, within 60 days 
af ler the passage of this act, send a copy of the same to each homestead 
entryman of record who may be affected thereby by ordinary mail to 
his last known address, and any such entryman may, by giving ·notice 
within 120 days afi er the passage of this act by registered letter to 
the register and receiver of the local land office, elect to make proof 
upon his entry under the law under which the same was made without 
regard to the provisions of this act 

N'ow, if the homestead entryman does not get his notice
and I am informed that many letters are coming back into the 
land offices without having been delivered-if the homestead 
entryrnan does not get his notice he goes by operation of law 
under the new law; he has no right to proceed thereafter under 
the old law, under which he made his entry. 

That would Pot be so bad if it were not for the fact that the 
new law requires that before proof can be made the homestead 
entryman shall show that one-sixteenth of his land was culti
vated the second year of entry. That is a provision which was 
not required by tlie old law. So, if the homestead entryman 
should not get his notice, it might transpire that he would find 
himself under the new law absolutely incapable of complying 
with its terms, and thereby might lose his entry entirely. This 
ambiguity I am simply seeking to change by saying that his fail
ure to elect shall not deprive him of the right to proceed under 
the old law. 

If this does not go through in this bill, Mr. President, there 
is no chance for it to pass during the present session. I desire 
to .$UY to the Senator from Texas and other Senators that it 
will undoubtedly result in many of these homesteaders being 
placed in a position where they may forfeit their title without 
any faul~ of theirs. I sincerely hope that the amendment may 
b~made so that he may proceed under either law, because no 
one can possibly be injured if it is so. · If it is otherwise, many 
may undoubtedly be injured. In any event the homesteader 
may be put to expense and worry. Let us take car~ not to 
further embarrass the home builder. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent that the amend
ment may be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I offer the following amendment. 

On page 90, after line 20, I move to insert : 
· For the erection of a chapel at the Eastern Branch at Togus, Me., of 

the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, to be used by the 
inmates for religious worship, the sum of $7,500. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I feel constrained to say that 
while I would be glad to see those chapels at all points where 
t1~ey are recommended-at great Army posts and at all soldiers' 
hoines--yet if we allow one it means either to differentiate or 
to allow a very large number of them. We have before the 
cemmittee applications for some that would cost $30,000 to 

$40,000 and all the way down to $5,000. I hope we may not 
place this amendment in the bill, because of the embarrassment 
it would cause. I hope the amendment may be voted down. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. Mr. President, my home is within 
21 miles of this branch at Togus, Me. I know .something of the 
conditions there and also from the testimony I know of the 
capacity of the chapel now there. A small chapel has been 
erected for the purposes of religious worship which has a seat
ing capacity of about 200. 

The chapel is particularly desired by the Catholic veterans 
in that home, of whom there are seven or eight hundred. A 
priest has been assigned for their especial benefit to attend to 
their religious wants at the home. It seems to me that this. is 
not asking anything extravagant. · 

In reply to what was said by the chairman of the committee, 
I have to state that it appears from the hearings that a Catholic 
chapel has been established at all but one of the homes for 
disabled soldiers in this country besides this one at Togus, 
and in view of the fact that there are so many there of this 
religious persuasion I hope the Senator will not urge an objec
tion against including this amendment in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro ·tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES. On page 194, after the words "public build

ings" in line 17, I desire to amend by inserting the words 
" fishery stations," so as to except them from the provision. 

Mr. WARREN. That has already been agreed to. 
The PRESIDEi'1'T pro tempore. That amendment has been 

already made. 
Mr. WA.HREN. The money for fishery stations is made con

tinuously available. 
:Mr. JONES. That is all right. 
.l\fr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, on page 60, after line 12, I 

move to insert the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Florida will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 60, after line 12, it is proposed to 

insert: 
Fort Taylor Military Reservation, Fla.: For the fillin[. In of the ponds 

and lowlands of the l!'ort Taylor Military Reservation , Jrla., $5.0,000. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Mr. President, it is true that item is esti
mated for, and the committee has been trying to get some further 
information in reference to it. We have not yet been satisfied 
a.bout it. I do not raise the point of order against it; it may go 
in, and we shall look it up in conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is .on the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to say, in connection with that 

amendment, that this is a matter of some urgency. I will not 
take up the time of the Senate with any discussion of it, but I 
should like to have inserted in the RECORD what is found on 
page 343 of the Estimates for Appropriations required for the 
service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, under the head 
"Raising grade of Fort Taylor, Fla." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
RAISING GRADE 'oF FORT TAYLOR, FLA.. 

For filling in the ponds and lowlands in the military reservation. of 
Fort Taylor, Fla., submitted, $50,000. 

NOTE.-The present reservation cQnsists of 62.89 acres, and it is pro
posed to construct a post to -accommodate six companies of Co:ist Ar-
tillery. • 

This estimate ls for filling in and raising the level of the present 
surface, which is very low and a menace to the health of the garrison, 
owing to lack of drainage, which is impracticable until the surface is 
raised. The filling in of the ponds is deemed a matter of g reat urgency, 
for if a sing.le case ot yellow fever were introduced the disease might 
sweep the island. (J. B. Aleshire, Quartermaster General, United Stat es 
Army.) 

Mr. FLETCHER. I will say further, Mr. President, that this 
matter has a direct bearing upon the healthfulness of that reser
vation. It comprises some 62 acres, and there are lowlands in 
the reservation which are breeding places for mosquitoes. Our 
health department has often insisted · that that was a matter 
that · should be looked after. We have demonstrated that trop
ical diseases can be annihilated both in Cuba and in Panama, 
and we must take care of conditions like this in order to prevent 
trouble of that sort. This is a case where an ounce of preven
tion is worth many . pounds of cure. The amendment is recom
mended by the War Department, and I hope it will not be put 
in the bill as a mere formality, but that it will stay there. 

· I now offer another amendment, to come in on page 19, line 16. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed bJ 

the Senator from Florida will be stated. 
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The SECREI'ARY. On page 19', at the end o:f "une- 16, it is pro-· of money heretofore paid out of the rec-Iamati:on fund for levees an~ 
taOsed to insert: revetment work oa the· easteJJa side of the Colorado River, in Yu:mw. 
1-' County, A.11.:Z·. 

And tfi-cr limit of eost of said f.milding as fieretofore fixed by Congress 
is hereby increased 25.,000, and the Secretary· of the Treasury is he.reby l\Ir. WARRE..t..~. l\b:. President, that is a matter o:f· general 
aathorized to enter into. contracts for the completion of said bail.ding legislation. 
within said limit <tf cost as thus increased. Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 1 confess. that it is; but I should 

Mr. WAR.REN. I make the point of crder against that amend- . like in connection with it, if the chairman would refrain from 
ment. This bill does not undertake to change the law in regard ma.king the point of order-, to make a me:re suggestion. 
to_public buildings. The regular public-building laws provide l\Ir. WARREN. I ha"Ve not ma.de the point of order, and 
the limit of cost, the same as in the case of the river and bar- should be glad to bear from the Senator from .Arizona briefly 
bor appropriation bill. This bill simply carries appropriations on the· merits of the case. 
under the law. I make the point of order against the amend- Mr. Sl\IlTH of .Arizona.. On too Color:1do River jiust south 
ment that it is general legislation,, that it is not estimated for, of the town of Yuma, as we all remember, a break in the river 
and is not recommended by any committee. caused the overflow of the· Imperial Valley of California. The 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo.re. The Cllair sustains the point Government spent several million dollars in protecting the Im-
of order.. perial Valley by the erection of sufficient levees to- hold the river 

Mr. FLETCHER. 1 should like to. put in the REcoP.D a letter · within its channel. On the Arizona side of the river the Iow
from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury in reference to fand:s wei-e also flooded b:y this river: when the· levee was raised 
this matter; and, of course, 1 ha-ve nothing further to submit. orr the California side. S-o, f01· th~ purposes of protection, on 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection,. that projeet :from the inrigation fund-which the farmers them-
permission to do so will be granted. selves ha1e to pay-they took out a sum amounting to some-

The letter referred to is as follows: thing over $700,000 and charged U to- the· irrigation project. 

Il.o.n. DmrcA.? u. FLETCHER, 

T.BEASURY DEP.A.RTUEX.T, 
OFFICE. OF Assr.sTANT SE.cRETARY, 

Wa8h1i11igton,. Julu 11, 1912.. 

United. States Senu:te. 
Srn. : In :further refe.;-ence to the letter addressed to you. by this 

department under dnte of the 15th instant in answer to your letter of 
July 3 regarding the proposed new post-office building authorized to be 
erected at St. Peter burg Fla., nn.d referring to your pe:rs~nal inquiry 
regarding the requirements of the post-office business in that town,. l 
have the honor to inform you as follows: 

The postmaster in St . . Petersburg has recently visited this depart
ment and has explained to the Post Office Department the pecu.llar con.
ditions obtaining at that point. It appears tlmt at ccrtam times of the 
year the normal population is increased by an. influx: of tourists to the 
number of some 20,000 and that at times as many :rs 1,000 people 
crowd the post-office lob-btes far mniL With 800 post-office boxes no-w 
rented there is a waitin~ list of 100 people who C3.Il not be- supplied 
wfth boxes, and a fair estimate of a proper box equipment for the new 
building wouJd be a thousand. This requires an unusnaily long post
o.ffice i;:crcen, and conaequently a long lobb-y and increased tl-Oor area. 
The increase in ground area for the entire building now requi¥ed is. 
about 30 pe.r ' cent over that originally reported. To meet this increase 
in size it is estimated that $85.000 should. be· available for the buildlng, 
as stated to you in letter of juJy- 15, but by keeping the design very 
simple and taking advantn~e of all possible economies of construction 
it is believed that the building could be constructed for $80,000; that 
is, an increase in the limit of c.ost of $25,00.0. 

Respectfully, -
R. 0. RAILEY, A.s.ri'st'ant Secretrrry. 

1\lr. JONES. I desire to submit an amendment to come in 
on . page 12~, line 9, after the word .. venitentiary." I under
stand the amendment recommended by the committee at that 
point, striking out the proviso, was adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proJ;losed 
by the Senator from Washington_ will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word "penitentiary," in line 9r 
on page 125, it is proposed to· insert the following: 

Penitenti::rry, Mc...~eil Island. Wash. : For continuing construction of 
the United States penitentiary, McNeil Island,. Wash., to be :ivailtible 
until expended, all of which sum shall be so- eipended as to give the 
maximum amount of employment to the- inmates oi said penitentiary, 
$25,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend~ 
ment. 

Mr. W.ARREN. Just a moment 
Mr. JONES. I will say that that ha.s been estimated foL' by 

the department. 
Mr. WARREN. Well,. I will ask that it be again sta.ted in 

order to ascertain whether the amendment' follows the lan
guage of the law. 

l\Ir. JONES. I tried to follow the. language of . the law. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the chairman of the: commit- · 

tee if there was any estimate made for this .PUl'POSe. 
Mr. WARREN. There is· an estimate for it, but I wish. to 

see if the language corresponds with the law. 
The PRESIDENT pr<> tempo-re. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. W .A.RREN. Let the amendment be inserted follewing 

line 11, on page 125. 
· The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is where it will be 
placed. ·· 

l\Ir. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, I submit the amend
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore-. The- amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Arizona will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. On page 107, line 13, after the sum'" $5,000,"' 
at the end of the line, it is proposed to insert: 

The Yuma irt'igation project in Arizona, on final settlement with the 
Government shall be credited, nnd1 is hereby credited, with the ful:I SHiii• 

The work on th'€· California side of the river was paid for by 
the- Goveinment, while E>n the Adzona sid~ the farmers upon 
that pr<>ject were required to pay this vast amount of money .. 
l\Iy amendment looks to the credit in the final settlement with 
the Government of the amount they have- p.aid, or- will have to 
pay, out of their p.oor, sma:ll holdings th~re. That is the purpose 
of my amendment. 

Mr. BORAH. l\Iay I ask for the rereading of the amend
ment?· 

The PRESIDENT pro temiro-re. The· amendment will oe 
a gain re-ad. 

The Secret:rry again rood the amendment .. 
Mr. BORAH. 1\Ir. President, do I understand that the amount. 

of $7:00,000-, which was used for the pmpose o:f protecting the 
river banks upon the opposite side of the stream, was charged 
or is being charged up tO: the settlers upon the project? 

l\Ir. S~UTH of Arizona... The Government paid for the Cali
fornia. side of the stren:m. out of Government funds. The rile:ir 
was pushed over onto the Arizona. side, and a levee was neces
sary there to protect the lands included in the irrigation project 
on the. Arizona side of the river. In order to do that the Recla
mation Service took from the reclamation fund of that project 
this amount of money and built the levee. I do not think that 
it is a just charge against the farmers and settlers on that 
project, and in the final settlement and adj:udicatio:n of the mat
ter I desire provision made so that. these. people may have 
allowed as a credit their claims against the Go1ernment to the 
amount of money so expended. 

Mr. BORAH.. Was the amount expend·ed for the purpose indi
cated and the: work which w::i.s done a necessary pa1-t · of the 
c.onstruction of the reclamation project? 

lli. SMITH o:f Arizona.. No, sir; but I will confess that it 
was very essential to the project. The Government, howe-ver, 
owed it as much there as it did on. the other side. Protection 
on both sides of the. river was ahsolutely essential to. the irri
gation project. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Do. I understand the Senator to say that the 
Government spent the money for reTetment work on the Mexican 
side! 

l\Ir: SIDTH of .Arizona. On the Californla: side. 
Mr. ~')fOOT. I beg the Senator's pardon. I understood him 

to say the Mexican. side. 
Mr: SillTH of Arizona. I meant to say the California side 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questicm. is on agreeing 

to the amendment. 
l\!r. W .A.RREN. I appreciate the difficulties in Arizonn.. grow

ing out of the overflow of the Colorado River, but we can not 
accept matters of that kind on an appropriation bilL We have 
not the figures before us ; we have no estimate, and therefore 1 
make the point of order that the amendment is gen.erftl legis
lation. 

Mr. ASHURST. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Serui.tor from 

Wyoming withhold the :point of. order foL" a moment? 
l\I.r. W .A.RREN. Certainly. 
.l\lr. ASHURST. Mr. President, in a..dditi&n to what my col

league [:Mr. SMITH] has said, I feel certain if' it were known 
by the Senate. that the revetment. work and the> building of 
leve~s upcm'the C-Olorndo I.liver have been d'@ne fo.r the purpose 
of holding within. its· channels n river which is not only iute1·
state fmt internationa] ill character, this re-Fief w0uld he- grantecf. 
The river for s0me miles divides: the State of A.Fizana. from a. 
portioll. of the, Re-public oi'. Mex:fc.04 As my co.!Ierrgne- has sa.i~ 
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and as has been obsen-ed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
BoRArI], the farmers, water users, and landowners have been 
bearing the burden of controlling·a river which is international 
in character. It would be unprecedented in American history 
to require the two or three hundred farmers in that portion of 
the State to have charged up against their lands the cost of 
keeping a raging international river within its bounds. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And a navigable river, too. 
Mr. ASHUilST. And a navigable river. To require those 

farmers to bear this burden is so palpably unjust that it is 
shocking to contemplate. No sense of propriety, fairness, or 
justice would require tho e farmers to pledge their lands to the 
amount of $7 or $8 per acre, er any other sum, for the purpose 
of holding within its banks a river which, as I have said, is 
not only interstate .but international in character, and especially 
when the stream to be contro11ed is a navigable river. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ari

zona yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. ASHURST. Certainly. 
Mr. BORAH. l\Ir. President, I was going to ask the Senator 

when will the adjustment and final accounting likely take 
place? 

l\Ir. ASHURST. The amendment provides that when final 
settlement is made with the Government the farmers shall be 
credited with the amount expended for levees and revetment 
work. 
•Mr. BORAH. What I want to know is whether or 'not the 
accou~ting is likely to take place shortly? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Arizona 
will permit me, I have a large share of sympathy with the 
people in that locality on account of the conditions down there, 
and, so far as I am advised, I would be glad in the regular way 
to take the matter up and examine it, but we can not include it 
in a bill of this kind. · 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President--
The PHESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ari

zona yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. ASHURST. Certainly. 
Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, the problems presented by the 

conditions on the Colorado River are very serious. I have had 
occasion, through the committee, to endeavor to secure an 
amendment to this bill founded upon the recommendation of t.Qe 
Secretary of the Interior and a special message of the President 
of the United States, to make improvements on the river that 
would protect lhe California side as well as the Arizona side. 
I think the whole problem as affecting both sides of the river 
ought to be taken up and worked out in such a way as to pro
tect the vast interests that are threatened by the overflow of 
the rirnr and the submerging of great sections of land there 
that are immensely valuable. The committee did not feel, when 
the matter was pre~enied to it, that it could take it up in this 
way, and I h ave submitted to that ruling of the committee; 
but I want to take this occasion to say that both the committee 
and Congress should keep this matter in mind, because it is a 
serious and urgent matter that ought to be given attention by 
Congress at the proper t ime and in the proper way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
makes the point of order aga inst the amendment. The point of 
order is sustained. 

Mr. OVER.MAN. Mr. President, I send forward an amend
ment which I desire to offer. I will say that it does not ask 
for an appropriation and is recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

T·he SECRET.A.RY. On page 24, line 2, after the sum "$80,000," 
it is proposed to insert the following: 

And tha t so much of the a ct of Congress (Public Building Act) ap
proved .June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. U. S., 693), as authorized the Secretary 
of . the Tre~sury to begin the construction of a suitable and adequate 
fireproof addition to the present F ed eral building at Winston Salem, 
N. C., e tc., be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to authorize also 
all necessary changes in, and a lterations and repairs of, said old Federal 
building, and of the beating, ventilating, and plumbing systems and ele
vators ther ein which may become necessary by reason of or incident to 
the extension or enlargement of said building, or which it may be found 
expedient or advisable to make to such old building and the beating, 
ventilating, and plumbing systems and elevators because of and in con
nection with t he enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improvement of 
said old building ; and the annual appropriations for the general main
tenance of public buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart
ment shall be construed to be available for all other repairs and equip
ment of said building, ground~, and approaches, and the heating, hoist
ing, plumbing, and ventilating apparatus thereof. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Mr. President, I had occasion to look that up, 
the Senator having introduced it in the regular way. I desire 
to ask the Senator if he has investigated to know whether the 

amendment .in any_ way involves the expenditure of any more 
money or r aises the limit of cost for the building? 

Mr. OVERMAN. It does not, Mr. President. The Secretary 
of the Treasury prepared the amendment himself and sent it 
down here before I knew anything about it and urged its pas
sage. He said the Comptroller of the Treasury had ruled that 
under the existing act they could not tear clown part of the old 
building in order to join the new building to it unless specific 
authority is granted. 

Mr. WARREN. This amendment supplements the legislation 
which provided for the tearing down and the rebuilding. 

Mr. OVERMAN. And the rebuilding. 
l\fr. WARREN. And this makes it applicable. 
Mr. OVERMAN. The · bill prnvided for the erection of an 

addition to this old Federal building, but under the language 
of the statute the Secretary of the Treasury can not tear down 
part of the walls in order to connect the new building with 
the old. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to insert in the RECORD, with 

the permission of the Senate, the letter of the Secretary of tha 
Treasury relating to this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that order 
is made. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 
DECEMBER 7, 1911. 

CHAIRMAN COMMITrEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
House of Representatives. 

SIR: I have the honor to invite your attention to the public-building 
net of June 25, 1910 ( 36 Stats., 693) 1 which contains the following 
provision in regard to the Federal build111a- at Winston Salem, N. C.: 

"That for the purpose of beginning the construction of a suitable 
and adequate fireproof addition to the present Federal building and 
the acquisition of additional ground for the accommodation of the 
United States post ot!l.ce and other governmental omces at Winston 
Salem, N. C., $50,000 : Prov~ded, That this authorization shall not be 
construed as fixing the limit of cost of said enlargement and additional 
a-round at the sum hereby named, but the enlargement hereby provided 
for shall be constructed or planned so as to cost, complete, including 
fireproof vaults, seating and ventilating apparatus, and additional 
ground not exceeding $250,000. 

"That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author
ized and directed to acq_uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, 
said addition~! ground and to enter into contracts for the construction 
of sald enla rgement within the ultimate . limit of cost h erein fixed: 
Provided, That of the said amount fixed as the ultimate limit of cost 
not to exceed $50,000 may be expended during the fiscal year endin"' 
June 30, 1911." " 

Under the holdings o! the department's le1pl advisers as to the pur
port of the language above quoted, it is dounted whether the terms of 
this pro..-islon are ltroMI enough · to authorize the changes, alterations 
improvements, and repairs of the present Federal building at Winstoxi 
Salem which are either necessitated by said enlargement or deemed ad
vantageous and economical to the Go..-ernment to nave done at the time 
said extension ls constructed. It Is therefore recommended that the 
existing legislation be so amended as to authorize specifically the 
changes, alterations, improvements, and repail"s above mentioned. 

I submit a tentative draft of an amendment for the purpose referred 
to which, it is believed, would be sufficient to cure the difficulty in 
question: 

"Be it enacted, etc .• That so much of the act of Congress (public
building act) approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stats. U. S., 693); as au
thorized the Secretary of the Treasury to be.,.in the construction of a 
suitable and adequate fireproof adC.ition to tlie present Federal build· 
lng at Winston $alem, N. C., etc., be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to authorize also all necessary chan.;es in, a.nd alterations and 
repairs of, said old Federal building, and of the heating, ventilating, 
and plumbing systems and elevators therein which may become necess:ll·y 
by reason of or incident to the extension or enla rgement of said build
ing, or which it may be found expedient or advisable to make to such 
old building and the heating, ventilating, and plumbing systems and 
elevators because of, and in connection with. the enlargement, exten
sion, remodeling, or improvement of said old building; and the annual 
appropriations for the general maintenance of public buildings under the 
control of the Treasury Department shall be construed to be available 
for all other repairs, etc., and equipment of said building, grounds, and 
approaches, and the heating, hoisting, plumbing, and ventilating appa
ratus thereof." 

Respectfully. FRANKLIN MAcVE.!.GH, Secretary. 
l\Ir. JONES. I offer an amendment to come in on page 116. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

stated. 
The SECRF;:rABY. On page 116, after line 13, it is proposed to 

insert the following : 
Medical relief of natives of Alaska : To enable the Secretary of the 

Interior, in his discretion and under his direction, to provide for the 
medical and sanitary relief of the E skimos, Aleuts, Indians, and other 
natives of Alaska ; for erection, repair, rental, and equipment of hos
pital buildings; for books and surgical appar~tus ; for pay and neces
sary traveling expenses of physicians, nurses, and other employees, and 
nll other necessary miscellaneous expenses which are not included 
under the above special heads, to be immediately available, $70,000. 

Mr. WARREN. The committee has \ery carefully considered 
the matter. There is $200,000 in this bill to cover tbat and the 
accompanying expenses. There are very many good people who 
seek to take care of the Indians in Alaska, and all of us feel 
sympathy for them, but they are overdoing the matter, I think, 
and I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 
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Mr. JOJ\TES. 1\Ir. President, I desire to say that while there 
is $200,000 appropriated in this bill, it is for educational pur
poses in Alaska, and the money can not be used for the pur
poses indicated in the amendment. 

1\Ir. WARREN. It is already being used for that, as the 
report shows. 

Mr. JONES. The report of the Commissioner of Education 
says: 

Under the comptroller's decision, to which reference has been made, 
the Bureau of Education cn.n not, according to the language of the 
appropriation, erect hospitals in Alaska. 

1\Ir. WARREN. When it comes to erecting buildings, that is 
possibly so. 

l\Ir. JONES. This is largely for the erection and mainte
nance of buildings, and is estimated for by the Secretary in a 
letter under date of January 23, 1912. I desire to call atten
tion to the report of the Commissioner of Education, in which 
he says: 

I therefore earnestly recomme:r:d that Congress be requested to ap
propriate the sum of $70,000 in order to enable the Commissioner of 
Education, subject to the approval of the Sec1·etary of the Interior, to 
furnish medical and sanitary relief to the natives of Alaska and to 
establish sanitary conditions in the native villages. 

The commissioner sets out in detail the purpose for which 
this money ah·eady in the bill is to be used. 

Juneau Hospital, rental and maintenance, $3,000. 

And then he gives the various other items. 
The Commissioner of Education is very strongly in favor of 

this legislation and urges the necessity for it, and he quotes 
from the report of Dr. Foster, which I desire to read to the 
Senate: 

Dr. Foster's report emphasizes the fact, which has been set forth for 
years past in the reports of the governor of Alaska, of the teachers of 
United States public schools in Alaska, of medical officers of the Gov
ernment serving on revenue cutters in Alaskan waters, and of officers 
of the Army stationed in Alaska, that the checking of disease among 
the nati'ves of Alaska is an urgent national duty. 

Then he quotes from the report of the governor urging an 
appropriation of this character, and unless the Senate should 
adopt the amendment I have offered it seems to me we ought 
to expressly provide that of the $200,000, to which the chair
man of the committee has referred, a certain portion shr.ll be 
used for this purpose, because it seems to me that the stamping 
out of disease and holding in check disease among the natives 
of Alaska is really of far greater importance than education, 
important as that is. 

I trust the Senate will adopt the amendment. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it is true that the Commis

sioner of Education desires this appropriation. It is true also 
that the Commissioner of Education desired more than twice 
as much money as heretofore appropriated for his department 
here in Washington. It is true the amount has been asked for 
as testified by Dr. Foster, but there must be a line somewher~ 
between proper expenditures and extravagant expenditures, and 
I think we are trayeling entirely too fast in some directions. 

If we take our revenues, on.. the one hand, and then take the 
necessities, and sum them all up together and strike an average 
line, we can not justify these extravagant new appropriations. 

I speak in the interest of economy, and I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. l\fr. President, I desire to say 
that I hope the amendment will prevail, because I fully in
vestigated the conditions in Alaska as well as I was able. 
The condition of the people in that country is distressing, and 
some relief should be given. I hope very much the Seriate will 
adopt the amendment. 

Mr. S::\HTH of -Michigan. Mr. President, there may be some 
good reason why this item ought not to go on the pending bil1, 
but the reason has not been advanced by the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], who says that a good many misguided 
people ' are overdoing the matter. 

Mr. W ARilEN. I think the Senator from Michigan is mis
taken in saying that I used the word "misguided." 

Mr. S.MITH of Michigan. That a good many people, then, 
are overdoing the matter. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan. And that we are traveling too fast. 

We can not travel too fast in the direction indicated by this 
amendment. 

The truth is that we have neglected the people of Alaska long 
enough, and the testimony as to the rate of mortality in Alaska, 
if presented to the Senate, would be shocking. The truth is we 
ought to do more than we have ever done, and the amendment 
js in the right direction. It is meritorious; the money will not 
be wasted if applied iJl this manner. 

I hope the Senate may, either upon this bill or at some other 
appropriate time before this session adjourns, do something to 
relieve those people from the dreadful conditions which sur
round them. 

Mr. WORKS. l\Ir. President, it was intlma.ted by the chair
man of the committee that some other ·provision had been ma.de 
which would take care of this condition. I should like to know 
whether that is correct or not. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 115, under the head of "Education 
in Alaska," they group this matter with the education. There 
is $200,000 appropriated for it, and the testimony before us 
gave the committee .the particulars as to how it is used. It is a 
matter that was not overlooked by the committee. They took 
up these supplications from individuals and the report from the 
department, and the conclusion was that the $200,000 was suffi
cient to take care of the health and of the education as pro
vided here. The $200,000 is only one of the appropriations 
for Alaska. There is $60,000 appropriated for the care of the 
insane, and other amounts for other purposes. 

Personally I feel great interest in Alaska.. I think all of 
us ought to feel a great interest in it. I believe we ought to be 
liberal. But because it is far away and because we have great 
sympathy with those people I think we ought to leave these 
matters to those who have them in charge as a matter of 
duty, rather than to assume the general attitude that we can 
not girn Alaska too much. I feel as if we had appropriated 
sufficiently in the bill, and that it is not economy, but extrava-
gance, to add anything to it. • 

Mr. WORKS. I wanted to be informed on that subject. If 
the present provision is not sufficient, I am thoroughly in sym
pathy with the amendment. At the same time, if those people 
ha\e been provided for already, I think we ought not to indulge 
in extravagance. 

Mr. JONES. The provision. the chairman referred to-and 
there is nothing in this bill which authorizes the use of the 
money for the purposes proposed in this amendment-is as fol
lows: 

Education in Alaska : To enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his 
discretion and under his c!irection, to provide for the education and SU{}· 
port of the Eskimos, Aleuts, Indians, and other natives of Alaska. 

Here is the further specification showing for what the 
$200,000 shall be used : 
. . For .:;rection, repair, and rental of school buildin~; for textbooks and 
mdustr1al apparatus; for pay and necessary traveling expenses of gen
eral agent, assistant agent, superintendents, teachers, physicians and 
other employees, and all other necessary miscellaneous expenses which 
are not included under the above special heads, $200,000. 

That is the provision with reference to the $200,000. 
Mr. WORKS. If it be true, as stated by the chairman that 

the $200,000 will be sufficient for the purpose, it seems to ~e the -
Senator from Washington might reach what he desires by in
cluding this particular matter within the appropriation of 
$200,000 instead of asking for an additional appropriation. 

Mr. JONES. The department has sent down an estimate of 
$200,000 for the purposes I have specified in my amendment in
dicating that the provision in the bill does not cover the pur
poses specified in the amendment. They evidently con idered 
that $200,000 is necessary for the purposes indicated in the 
bill, and that to carry out the purposes of .the amendment they 
need an additional amount. 

l\Ir. WORKS. Tlie committee seem to have determined that 
it will be sufficient for all purposes. 

Mr. JONES. If it will be, I would not desire any more money. 
If the chairman of the committee is satisfied that the $200,000 
will coyer the purpose specified in the bill as well as those 
specified in the amendment, I shall be content if a provision 
is put into the bill to authorize the use of a part of the $200,000 
for this purpose, as specified in the amendment. Then I will be 
willing to withdraw the amendment and offer another giving 
authority to use a part of the $200,000 for the purposes stated 
in the amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. This $200,000, according to the testimony 
given before the committee by those who represent the matter, 
will not, of course, build all new hospitals. It will provide 
temporarily, but it will not go into the building of a lot of new 
hospitals. 

.Mr. JONES. Does the Senator say that the repair of hos
pitals comes under that provision? 

Mr. WARREN. So far as all other expenses a.re concerned, 
if we can believe the testimony, and if we can take the example 
of what they are doing now, it does provide for it. But the 
estimate the Senator from Washington speaks of was intended 
to greatly enlarge existing afl.d to build new hospitals, which, 
of course, is another matter, and I think it ought to be con
sidered in a different way. 
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Mr. JONES. I desire to say that in the statement submitted 

by the Bureau of Education they do not provide .in' an extrava-
gant way for hospitals. Here it is: · · 
Juneau Ho~ital, rental and maintenance ________ .:_ ___________ $3, 000 
Nushagak ospital, rental and maintenance__________________ 3, 000 
Nulata Hospital, equipment and maintenance______________ 3, 000 
Nome Hospital, equipment and maintenance ____ .______________ 3, 000 

And so it goes. They are small hospitals, for the purpose of 
doing for the natives of Alaska what the Senator from 1\-fichigan 
has set out, and it does seem to me that the Senate should pro
vide for the conditions there and take care of the natives. 

I hope the amendment will be ngreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington. 
[Putting the question.] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. KENYON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll 
Mr. BRADLEY (when his name was called) . Being paired 

with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], I with
hold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [l\Ir. CHILTON]. If 
at liberty to vote, I should vote "yea." 

Mr. HEYBURN (when his name was called). I have a gen-. 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANK
HEAD 1. As I do not see him in the Chamber I withhold my 
vote. If I were at liberty to -vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. LIPPITT (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. LEA] and 
therefore withhold my vote. · 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pan· with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WIL
LIAMS]. I transfer it to the senior Senator from South Dakota 
[l\fr. GAMBLE] and will vote. I -vote "nay." 

1\ir. SAJ.~ERS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. KEBN] and there
fore :withhold my vote. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [MrA CLAPP] to the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. IlI!rcHoocK] and will vote. I 
vote "nay." 

l\fr. W1DTMORE ( w.hen his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from .Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] and -therefore 
withhold my Tote. 

The roll can was concluded. 
l\Ir. BURNHAM. I am paired with the junior Senator from 

Maryland [Mr. SMITH]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 
~fr. IlRAKDEGEE. I am paired with the junior Senator 

from Xew York [Mr. O'GoRMAN]. Has that Senator voted.! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that 

he has not -voted. • 
Ir. BRANDEGEE. I therefore withhold my vote. If I 

were nt liberty to vote, I should -vote "nay." 
.:\Ir. HEYBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 

am informed that the Senato_r from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD~ 
with whom I am paired would vote "yea,' if present. So I 
desire to vote. I vote " yea." 

Mr. WATSON. I have a general pa1r with the senior .Sen
ator from New Jersey [Mr. BRIGGS], which I transfer to the 
juruor Senator fr.om Montana '[Mr. Mms], and will vote. I 
vote "yea." 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I have a general pair with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [l\1r. RrnHABDSON]. I 
transfer it to the Senator from Maine [Mr. GARDNER], and will 
vote. I vote "yea." I should like to hav~ the announcement 
stand for the day. 

Mr. MARTI:NE of New Jersey. I have been requested to 
announce tbe pair between the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
DAvrsJ and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS]. I ask 
that the announcement stand for the day. 

Mr. WATSON. I desire to announce the absence of my col
league [Mr. CHILTON] on account of illness. 

l\lr. WATSO.l- (after having voted in the affiri;native). The 
Senator from Montana [Mr. MYERS] having voted, I withdraw 
my -rote. 

The roll call resulted-yeas 28, pays 28, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bourne 
Brynn 
Burton 
Chamberlain 
Dillingham 

YEAS-28. 
du Pont 
Fall 
Fletcher 
Heyburn 
Johnston, Ala. 
Jones 
Lodge 

McLean 
Martin, Va. 
Martine, N. j, 
Myers 
New lands 
Percy 
Pomerene 

Reed 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, S. C. 
Swanson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Townsend 

1lforah 
.Bristow 
•Catron 
'Crawford 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Gallinger 

Gronna 
Guggenheim 
Kenyon 
Mc Cumber 
Massey 
Nelson 
Oliver 

NAYS-28. 
Overman 
Page 
Paynter 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Shively 
Simmons 

NOT VOTING-38. 
Bailey Clarke, Ark. IDtchcock 
Bankhead Crane Johnson, Me. 
Bradley Cullom Kern 
Brandegee Curtis La Follette 
Briggs Davis Lea · 

~~~~am ~=r ~~~~~an 
Chilton Gamble Owen 
Clapp Gardner Poindexter 
Clark, Wyo. Gore Rayner 

Smith, Ariz . 
Smith, Ga. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warren ~ 
Works :""'=> 

Richardson \S:S 
Root 
Sanders 
Smith, Md 
Stone 
Watson 
Wetmore 
Williams 

The result having been announced-yeas 28, nays 26---the 
amendment was declared carried. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: The Chair 
calls the attention of the Senate to the fact that on the vote upon 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. JONES] there was a mistake in the recapitulation, and it 
appears that 28 Senators -voted in the affirmative and 28 in the 
negative. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I change my vote, then. 
Mr. WARREN. The amendment is lost on that statement. 

That exactly tallies with the tally of the elerk of the committee 
here at my side. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that the Senator from North 
Carolina desires to change his vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is too late for a vote to 
be changed. 

Mr. LODGE. If it is not too late to correct the record 
it is not too Jate to change a vote. ' 

Mr. OVERMAN. Unless I get unanimous consent to change 
my vote, I will move to reconsider the vote by which the amend
ment was agreed to. 

11.'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Carolina moves to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was agreed to. That motion is in order. 

MrA OVERMAN. I say unless unanimous consent is given 
me to change my vote I will move .to reconsider. 

The PRESIDEl""fr pro tempore. The Senµtor from North 
Carolina moves to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was agreed to. The question is on agreeing to the motion to 
reconsider. 

Tbe motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon 

the amendment submitted by the Senator from Washington. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES subsequently said: Mr. President, I ask to have 

printed in the REcoRD in connection with the amendment regard
ing relief for natives of Alaska the marked portion of the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury tran.smitting the estimate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection.. permis· 
sion is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
Dr. Foster's report emphasizes the fact wbich has been set forth for 

ye~rs past 1n the r~ports or tpe governor of Alaska, of the teachers ot 
Umted States publlc schools m Alaska, of medical officers of the Gov
ernment serving on revenue cutters in Alaskan waters and of officers 

_of the Army stationed in Alaska, that the checking of disease among the 
natives of Alaska is an urgent national duty. In his annual report tor 
1911, the governor of Alaska repeats the following statement, which 
app,eared in his report for 1910 : 

' The existence of infectious diseases, alarming in their nature and 
wide prevalence among the native people, calls for vigorous action. The 
m~ace of infection extends to the white inhabitants for there are 
Indians, Eskimo, or Aleut villages in the immediate neighborhood of 
nearly .all the principal towns, and the natives mingle freely among the 
white m public p;aces. The conditions have certainly not improved 
since 1908, when, m southeastern Alaska, a physical examination being 
made by one of the school physicians of 1,161 natives, 418, or 36 per 
cent, were found to be aifected with tuberculosis, and 308, or 26 per 
cent, were found to be affected with venereal diseases. Among other 
diseases prevalent in southeastern Alaska, as well as in several other 
parts of th.e Territory, are trachoma and conjunctivitis ; and in the 
Alaska. Penmsula are several cases, which, after long and careful ex
a~pia t1on, .are strongly ~uspected to be leprosy. 

.There is no law 'Jhi<;h requires tbe natives to observe any of the 
ordinary rules of -samtation, and their unfortunate condition is often 
traceable directly to the filthy condition of their villaues and the 
dwellin$s in which .they live. Yet these people are generally respectful 
of the taw, .and a simple iret of.statutory requirements imposing a mild 
penalty for nonobservance would unquestionably cause a great im
provement in sanitary conditions. The welfare of the white inhabitants 
as wen. ~s that of the natives, demands such a law." ' 

Reahzmg the absolute. necessity for action, the Bureau of Education, 
under a favorable decision from the Comptroller of the Treasury is 
using $25,200. of the appropriation. for the education of natives' of 
Alaska, 1912, in endeavormg to furrush medicaJ relief to the natives of 
Alask:~. It has established small hospitals for natives in rented build· 
ings lil Juneau and Nuslragak; it employs five physicians and five 
nurses and has furnished medical supplies and manuals to the teachers 
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of the United States public schools in order to enable them to treat 
minor ailments, and it ls doing what it can to introduce sanitary. 
methods of living into the native villages. Under the comptroller's de
cision, to which reference has been made, the Bureau of Education can 
:\Y~skaa~cordlng to the language of the appropriation, erect· hospitals in 

The use of part of the appropriation for the education of the natives 
of Alaska tor the suppression of disease is an emergency measure. The 
entire appropriation for education in Alaska is urgently needed in 
order to provide adequate educational facilities and :t'or the industrial 
development of the native population, and it should not be diminished. 

I therefore earnestly recommend that Congress be requested to aP
propriate the sum of $70,000 in order to enable the Commis:ilioner or 
Education, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior to 
furnish medical and sanitary relief to the naUves of Alaska and to 
establish sanitary conditions in the native villa.ges. . 
de~~;d ~allowing is an estimate of the expenditure of the appropriation 

Junenu Hospital, rental and maintenance_ ___________________ $3, 000 
NusbagalI Hospital, rental and maintenance__________________ 3, 000 
Nulato Hospital, equipment and maintenance________________ 3, 000 
Nome Hospital, equipment and maintenance_________________ 3, 000 
Kotzebue Hospital, equipment and maintenance_____________ _ 3, 000 
Physician, southeast district, salary________________________ 1, 800 
3 nurses, southeast district, salaries________________________ 3, 600 
Physician, southwest district, salary________________________ 1, 800 
2 nurses, southwest -district, salaries _______ ------------ ----- 2, 400 
Physician, Kuskokwim district, salary ____ :__________________ 1, 800 
Physician, Yukon district, salary___________________________ 1, 800 
Nurse, Yukon district, salary ______________________________ . 1, 200 
Physician, Nome district, salary___________________________ 1, 800 
Nurse, Nome district, salary_______________________________ 1, 200 

•Physician, Kotzebue district. sala.rY------------------------- 1, 800 
Nurse, Kotzebue district, salar:r---------------------------- 1, 200 
:Medicines----------------------------------------------- 4,000 
Travelin~ expenses of Public Health and Marine-Hmipit;tl Serv-

ice surgeon--------------------------------------------
Traveling expense of physicians. nurses, and patients ______ _ _ 
Contract hospital, Seward or Valdez _______________________ _ 
Contract doctors -----------------------------------------
Sanitarium, erection and equipment_ ______________________ _ 
Sanitarium, maintenance and salaries of attendants __________ _ 

1,500 
2, 100 
2,000 
1,000 

12,000 
12,000 

Total-------------------------~------------------- 70,000 
Upon the request of the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of 

the Treasury has expressed hi!! willingness to detail to Alaska. an oftl
cer of the Public Health and M:irine-Hospital Service, who, in addition 
to bis duties as representative of the Public Health and Marine-Hos
pital Service, shall supeniM all mea1rnrei!l for the medical :i.nd surgical 
relief of the natives o! Alaska, and where necessary in l!luch work 
prescribe in the natiTe villages me1.:mres to pre'f'ent the spread of dl.s
easc, act as ilutructor to the teachers of the United States public 
schools in .A.la.ska in nll matters pertaining to the sanitary educlltlon 
of the natives, give inl!ltructlons to teachers ln first aid to the injured 
or sick, and act in a genual advisory capacity to the superintendent 
of education of natives of Alaska in all matters pertalnln1: to sanita
tion, hygiene, maintenance of bospitala, and other matters of like 
character. 

If the appropriation requested above is granted, it i!! propOl!led that 
it shall be expended under the immediate supenislon o! said ()mce:r of 
the Public Uealth and Marine-Hospital Serv1c4!. · 

Very respect!ully, 
P. P. CLAXTOS, Oomm'8siimer. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I desire to offer an amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

stated. 
The SECRET.ARY. On page 22, after line 2, insert : 
Albany, Oreg., post office: Foi.- additional co11t o! building, ~10,000. 
M:r. CH.A.l."\i.BERLAIN. Mr. President, in reference to · the 

amendment, I desire to submit that $65,000 was appropriated 
for the post-office building and the site. Ten thousand dollars 
of the amount was expended for the ~ite and $55,000 was left 
for the erection of the building. After a building costing 
$55,00-0 had been determined upon, for the post office only, the 
Secretary of Agriculture asked that the· building might be en
larged for the purpose of accommodating his force there. He 
has people in the Forestry Service there, and he asked to have 
it increased. from the original size, making it a two-story build
ing instead of one story. 

The Supervising Architect advertised for bids, and the cost of 
construction ran a little abo·rn the amount of the appropriation. 
The bids have not been rejected, but it has been in statu quo 
in the hope that Congress might appropriate · enough to erect a 
building large enough not only to accommodate the post-office 
authorities, but the authorities of the Agricultural Department. 

I hope the Senate may be willing to admit this amendment 
to the bill, so that the building may be erected for both pur
poses. 

In addition to that, since 1910 the town has grown quite con
siderably, so that even as a post-office proposition the buHding 
would be hardly large enough, and certainly it is not large 
enough for post-office purposes anO. for the purposes of the 
Forestry Ser.vice. 

Mr. W ARHEN. Mr. President, this represents a case that is 
similar to a good many. In fact, the whole line of public build
ings has seemed to be subject to conditions of this kind. The 
system of constructing general public buildings for some years 
has been, on the Senate side, that bills were passed individually, 
providing for one building in each bill, and then sent to the H ouse; 
and the House, when ready to take up the public-building bills, 

has placed them in a so-called omnibus bill. Finally they haYe 
gone through in the usual wa.y, with the limit expressed in 
every case, just as the limit is expressed. in the matter of river 
and harbor improvements. After that the appropriations have 
been carried in the sundry civil appropriation bill in s11ch 
amounts from time to time as the department recommends, go
ing up to and not beyond the limit. 

Undoubtedly there will not be at this session an omnibus 
public-buildings bill. I am yery sorry there was not such a 
bill sent oyer here to cover what I might call the shortnges
that is to say, where the circumstances are as they are in the 
town of Albany, in Oregon. There are some ·cases that are even 
much more urgent than the case the Senator from Oregon has 
stated, and his is urgent. But the committee could not con
sider them because, in the first place, it is trenching not only 
upon the duties but upon the rights and privileges of anotller 
committee. The C-Ommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
has jurisdiction as to the limit of cost of these buildings. We 
have no estimates for them. It is really changing the law. If 
the Senator ·will reflect he will see that the Committee on Ap
propriations would simply be swamped and o-rnrcome all the 
tjme by these additions for rivers and harbors and public 
buildings. 

Therefore I shall haTe to ma.ke a. point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr . . CHA.MBERL.A.IN. Mr. President--
Mr. WARREN. I shall withhold it for the Senator. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. In this connection permit me to sa.y 

that when the Senator states there has been no estimates, as a 
matter of fact before the appropriation wRs made · an estimate 
as to the cost of the building was made by the officia.15 from 
the Treasury Department. The trouble does not rest, .Mr. Presi
dent, with the citizens of the places who are asking that these 
appropriations be made, but the trouble lies with Congress. 
When an appropriation is made for n public building the esti
mates ha-ve been made by the Treasury Department, and Con
gre~s assumes to know more about it, usually, than either the 
officials of the Treasury Devartment or the people themselyes 
of the town. 

So it was in this case. Here was n case where the Treasury 
Department determined that it would cost $75,000 to put up 
a public building for the post office alone ; $10,000 was expended 
!or the s1te. Congr~s comes in and appropriates less than the 
amount estimated for by the Treasury Department and less 
than the amount demanded by the people of the city. 

In th.e face of that, and after the Secretary of Agriculture 
comefdn and asks that this building be utilized not only for the 
post-office authorities but in order to accommodate his de
partment, it seems to be an unbuslnesslike proposition at least to 
say that we will not only not gtre you enough to construct a 
building to accommodate the Agricultural officials, but we will 
not give you enough• to complete the post-office building in 
accordance with the orj~iual design of the Treasury Department. 

I think there is a difference between this case and many of 
the cases that ure pending before tile committee. It se.ems to 
me to be extremely bad business policy for the Government of 
the United States to now permit a building to go on and be 
completed., in the face of what the Supervising Architect says 
and in the face ot what those say who know the situation as 
it exists, on the ground that it is absolutely too small to ac
commoqate the post-office business alone, to say nothing of the 
service of the Agricultural Department, too. So Congress must 
be called upon in n. very short time at least to tear down the 
building, as was done in one of the North Carolina cases, and 
erect one that will accommodate the Post Office Department and 
accommodate the Agricultural officials as well. 

I do hope the Senate will permit the addition of this small 
amount, because, as I said a while ago, the bids ha1e been 
received and are on file in the Treasury Department, and e\'"ery
thing is awaiting the action of Congress, with reference to this 
small appropriation. 

l\Ir. DU PONT. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Oregon what is the additional amount asked for. 

l\Ir. CHAMBERLAIN. Only $10,000. 
Mr. W A.RREN. It is not a matter of $10,00-0 alone. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In view of the statement 

made by the Sena.tor, that it has been estimated for, the Chair 
will hear the chairman on that point. 

Mr. WARREN. It has not been estimated for in the regular 
way. What the Senator means by an estimate is the original 
statement from the Treasury Department, which goes from the 
architect's office to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, stating about what certain buildings will cost, but 
not requesting appropriations. That has nothing to do with 
the regular annual estimates which come up to the Committee 

• 
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on Appropriations from the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
ask in terms for appropriations under the law and which are 
recognized under the Senate rules. · 

I sympathize most fully with the situation in regard to that 
building, but it is not as bad as a number of others. There are 
buildings all completed. except some of the inside finishings, 
that can not be completed and occupied until they have larger 
appropriations. I hope that early in the next session a bill 
.will come, as one usually does, from the House covering these 
shortages or raising the limit upon certain public buildings 
needing to be thus provided for. 

The Senator from Oregon has made a good case so far as 
the necessities of the building are concerned, but I have in mind 
more than a d-0zen, probably over 20, which have been before 
the committee to be considered; but they ought not to be con
sidered in this bilL They can not be considered in this bill 
under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In view of the fact that an 
estimate has not been made in the regular way, the Chair feels 
constrained to sustain the point of ordeJ. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. In connection with what I have had 
to say, I desire to submit a copy of a letter from the secretary 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Albany, Oreg., and I ask to 
ha-ve it printed in the RECORD~ 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD~ as follows : 

ALBANY COM1\1ERCIAL. CLUB,, 
Albany, Oreg., January 24, 1912. 

Hon. GEORGE E. ClliltBE:RLAIN, 
Washington, D - <J. 

MY DEAR Sm: I have submitted your recent letter in relation to the 
Federal building, and also one received from Senator BOURNE, to our 
club, and after full discussion it was decided unnnimously that it would 
be best to ask our delegation to work for an increase in the appropria
tion sufficient to erect the proposed building according to the enlarged 
plans adopted by the department. 

Before the bill was introduced the SuJ?ervising Architect looked into 
the matter thoroughly and basing his action upon all information avail
able and ta.king into consideration th~ needs of the Government service 
and allowing for a reasonable increase, he reported ln favor of a one
story a.nd basement building of 48,000 square feet area, to cost $85,000 ; 
but when the blll was passed the appropriation was cut to $65,000: 
then $10,000 of this was invested in the site, leaving $55.000 in the 
fund for the building. Before the plans were dr~n the Secretary of 
Agriculture asked that another story be added for the use of the For
estry Service. This was granted, and when the plans were made they 
were for the same-sized area, but the building was to be a two-story 
and basement instead of one story. It was not to be wondered at that 
when the bids were opened the lowest was found to be $62,393, when 
the Supervising Architect had estimated that a one-story building cov
ering the same area would cost $75,000--or, in other words, $85,000, 
less the price of the site. 

We can not bring ourselves to believe that it would be good policy 
on the part oi the Government to reduce the size of the building or to 
make it one story, as was originally C<>ntemplated, for the reason that 
the business of the post office has already mcreased over 70 per cent 
since the original appropriation was made; and from the way immigra
tion ls now pouring in here the increase during the next four years is 
sure to be still greater. Besides that, the business of the Forestry 
Service here is large now and constantly increasing, and it certainly 
would be economy on the part of the Government to have all its inter
(!Sts here centered in one building; and if one was erected now on the 
first plan it would be entirely inadequate to meet the demand. The 
additional appropriation needed need not be over 10,000 or $15,000, 
and if all the Government interests in this city could be well provided 
for on such a small outlay we think It would be good policy to get the 
appropriation if possible. · 

So we have arrived at the conclusion that th~ best course to follow 
would be to try for an additional appropriation, so .as to cover the en
larged plans. Congressman HAWLEY informs us that he has already 
introduced House bill 17732, increasing the appropriation for the build
ing in the sum of $10,000. We are inclined to believe that this may 
not be entirely sufficient, but this matter can be easily determined l:iy 
consulting with the Supervising Architect. 

Hoping that you, in connection with the others of our delegation in 
Congress, may be able to pull us out of this diffi.culty, I have the honor 
to be, 

Yours, truly, c. H. STEWART, 
Sec-retary Afbany Commercial Olub. 

1\fr. OVERMAN. On behalf of the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. GoxE], in his absence, I submit an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Oarolina, in behalf of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. GoRE], 
offers an ·amendm·ent, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 114, after line 7, insert : 
For the investigation and detection of violations of the law against 

the introduction of alcoholic liquors into the portion of the State of 
Oklahoma formerly known as the old Indian Territory, the same to be 
expended by the Attorney General in allowing such fees and compensa
tion and expenses of marshals, deputies, and agents in collecting evi
dence and in de.fraying such other expenses as may be necessary for 
this purpose, $30,000. 

Mr. OVER.MAN. I may· say that the Supreme Court of the 
United States has lately decided that the Federal Government 
has jurisd:ietion of the liquor cases il:l the old Indian Territory, 
and in consequence of that decision the Attorney General has 
written a letter, which I wish to put in the RECORD, statiJig that 
9~ absolutely needs ~30,000 in order to carry out the provisions 
of the la.win regard to the sale of liquor in the Indian Territory. 

ThB letter referred to is as follows: 

Senator T. P. GORE, 
United States Senate. 

DEPART111E~T OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, June 18, 1.91.2. 

. DE.AR Sm: You asked me to write you on the subject of the appro
priation for the enforcement of the law against the introduction of 
liquor into Oklahoma under the Charley Webb case. 

The essential thing is that the appropriation should be in such shape 
as will perm.it the use of ·deputy marshals for collecting evidence, as 
the circumstances of the peculiar situation make this particularly im
portant, both from the point of view of effectiveness of the enforcement 
of the law and of eC<>nomy. The Comptroller of the Treasury has ruled 
(May 3, 1911, and March 27, 1912) that the ordinary appropriations 
for salaries, fees, and expenses of marshals and their deputies can not 
be used to meet the expenses of those officers in collecting eviuence. 

Under the old special appropriation for the Department oi JustiM 
for the enforcement of the nonintercourse acts in reference to Indian 
country (32 Stat., 1139) there was a provision which covered such a 
use ot deIJuty marshals, and on that we have modeled the following 
clause, which might be inserted after line 5, on page 114, of the present 
bi~ as indicated : 

• For the investigation and detection of violations of the law against 
introduction of alcoholic liquors into the portion of the State of Okla
homa, formerly known as the old Indian Territory, the same to be ex
pended by the Attorney General in allowing such fees and compensation 
and expenses of marshals, deputies, and agents in coUecting evidence 
and in defraying such other expenses as may be necessary for this pur
pose, $30,000."' 

This $30,000 for salaries, fees. and exlJenses of marshals and their 
deputies is the estimate made by the conference of the United States 
marshal for the eastern district of Oklahoma with the United States 
judge and the United States .attorney_ They also estimated the other 
expenses, as follows : 

~{;~~fr~~======================~===~================ $1g: ggg Bailiffs--~~~-------~-----------~------------------ 1,000 
None of these items would seem to require a SJlecial appropriation, 

but conld most conveniently be handled under the large general appro
priations made for these purposes at pages 119 to 121 of the present 
bill and by the usual deficiency appropriations on these points. 

I inclose a copy of the bill on which, at page 114, I have inserted the 
clause above proposed, and at page 117 I have inserted another clause 
which might accomplish the same purpose, but which, I suppose, would 
be a less practicable method of doing it. 

Very respectfully, WINFRED T. DENISON, 
Assistant Attorney General. 

Mr. WARREN. If the amendment is carried, I suggest that 
the Secretary insert it at the proper place. It should be placed 
under " Miscellaneous objects, Department of the Interior,'' on 
page 115, after line 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be in
serted at that point. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SUTHERUND. I offer the following amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 130, after line 7, insert : · 
For indexing and annotating the judicial code, $500, or so much 

thereof as may be necessary, the work to be under the direction of the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LODGE. I offer the following amendment to go at the 

end of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT :pro ·tempore. The amendment will be 

stated. 
The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the bill the following: 
The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby directed to reopen 

and adjust the claim of the State of Massachusetts for money expended 
in protecting th':l harbors and strengthening the fortifications on the 
coast, heretofore adjusted under the act of July 7, 1884. And in 
making such adjustment, the act of July 27, 1861, as interpreted by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, shall be applied in the same 
manner and with the sam.e effect as though said m~mey had been 
expended for the equipment of troops. 

Mr. WARREN. I shall have to make u point of order against 
that amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is s-as
tained. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I desire to offer this amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky 

offers an amendment, which will be read. 
The SECBETABY. On page 167, after line 14, insert the fol

lowing: 
Bureau of the· Census : F01.• CQUection of statistics concerning the 

quantity of leaf tobacco of all forms in th~ United States and its pos
sessions and making report of same, as authorized by the act entitled 
"An act to collect and publish additional statistics of tobacco," ap
proved April 30, 1912, $25,000. 

Mr. WARREN; That is to. carry out existing law. So I shall 
offer n-0 objection to it. 

'.rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendri:lent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRADLEY. I desire to offer also the following amend-· 

ment. 

. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky 
offers an amendment, which will be read: 

The SECRETARY. On page 120, after line 10, insert : 
Semicentennial exposition: For expenses semicentennial exposition for 

celebration of semicentennial anniversary of the act of emancipation, 
as provided by "An act providing for the celebration of the semicen
tennial anniversary of the act of emancipation, and for other purposes," 
approved April 3, 1912, $250,000. 

Mr. WARREN. That is a broad subject. It can go to the 
Senate for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by tbe Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BACON. I dicl not know that it was going to a vote. I 
really do not know what it is. I wish the Senator would explailt 
it to us. 

Mr. BRADLEY. The Senator from Georgla will remember 
that some time ago we had up and discussed at length the ques
tion of an appropriation for a semicentennial celebration of the 
act of emancipation, and that act passed unanimously. The 
object of this amendment is to appropriate the money for the 
purpose of providing for that exposition. 

l\Ir. CR.A WFORD. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ken

tuch.ry yield to the Senator" from South Dakota? 
Mr. BRADLEY. Yes. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Did not that act itself make an appro

priation? 
Mr. BRADLEY. It did not. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I had rather see that $250,000 

spent for the purpose of taking care of the sick and the poor 
somewhere in the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. REED. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

and I call the attention of the Senator from Utah [l\Ir. SMooT] 
to it. 

The PUESIDEl\TT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 175, after the word "office" in line 
11, it is proposed to insert: 

Pressmen to be paid at the rate of 55 cents per hour. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, I simply want to call the atten
tion of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that the amend
ment just offered provides for the increase of the salary of the 
pressmen from 50 cents per hour to 55 cents per hour. There 
are about 100 pressmen in the Government Printing Office at 
the present time, and the adoption of the amendment would 
mean an increase annually of $12,500. The printing bill that 
passed the Senate about a month and a half ago provided for 
this increase, and I shall offer no objection to the increase. I 
will say, however, that the printing bill has not yet passed the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will venture to 
suggest to the Senator from Missouri that it would be better to 
make the amenument a prcviso to . the puragraph, so as to read 
"Pmvided," and so forth. 

Mr. REED. I have no cbjection to the form, if it is deemed 
desirable that it be put in that way. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. It will be better to make it a proviso. 
Mr. REED. The Senate has already passed the printing bill, 

but that bill has not yet become a law and there is some ques
tion about the fate of the bill. This is simply to carry the 
measure through in this bill. It is a very moderate increase: 
There has been an increase in this instance, I think, but once 
in 17 or 18 years. 

l\Ir. CULBERSON. I ask that the amendment be again 
stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendroent proposed by 
the Sena tor from Missouri will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 
l\Ir. WARREN. Does that amendment come in after the pro

vision· for lea-ves of absence? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is where it comes in. 

) Mr. WARREN. I would suggest that the Senator from i\Iis-
1 ·t.iri offer the amendment as an independent paragraph on 
iJage 181, after line 23. It seems to me it would be better to 
make it an independent paragraph. 

Mr. REED. Then I ask to strike out the word "Provided" 
and to insert "Hereafter,'' and to insert the amendment at the 
place suggested by the Senator from Wyoming. That will be 
satisfactory to me. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be inserted at that 
point. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CUl\IMINS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in on page 17 4, line 14. 
· The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 174, line 14, it is proposed t strike 
out the word "one" and to insert the word "two," so as to 
read: 

Two at $2,000. 

Mr. SMOO'r. I should like to ask the 8enator if that i~ to 
provide for Mr. Harris, an employee in the Government Printing 
Office? 
' l\fr. CUMMINS. It is to enable the Public Printer to increase 
his salary from $1,800 to $2,000. 

Mr. SMOOT. What I want to know is whether we should 
ngt make the change some other way than by merely making a 
direct appropriation of $2,000 for one man? As I understand, 
the amendment is to enable the Public- Printer to pay the in
crease of $200. 

.Mr. CUMMINS. It is. 

.Mr. SMOOT. Then there will remain an appropriation for 
an $1,800 clerk. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Very well; there can be one less clerk of 
the latter class. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is just what I wanted to call the Sena
tor's attentio!l to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

l\Ir. W ARR.E.'N. Just a moment. I have examined tll mat
ter, and find the amendment is estimated for as the Senator 
from Iowa offers it. I am not certain. but I can find nothin(J' 
in the estimate to indicate that a cler.k should be dropped at 
~ome other place in the bill. . 

Ur. SMOOT. l\fy understanding is tha t this is to pay Mr. 
Harris in the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. CU.Ml\fINS. It is to pay some person. 
Mr. WARREN. Yes; whether .it is he or someone else and 

it is an increase from $1,800 to $2,000. ' 
Mr. CUMMINS. Yes. 
Mr. WAR REN. I have no objection to the :imendment, but 

as it seems to be a promotion merely, I belie-re we ought to pro
vide for one clerk less of the~ $1, 00 class. 

Mr. UMMINS. This is what Mr. Donnelly said upon the 
matter in the hearing before the House committee: 

The CH.AIR.~LL'f . Now you ask for cer t.'l in increases ov~ fa. st year. 
The first is, mstead of one clerk at $2,000 you ask for two clerks at 
$2,000. 

Mr. DON?\ELLY. It is requested that one clerk be promoted from 
$1,800 to $2,000. This clerk is in charge of the property records of 
the office. It is proposed to increase his salary from $1,800 to $2 000 
which will increase the number of clerks at $2,000 from one to two. ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
M:r. W ARRE.N. Mr. President, I understand that, in -riew of 

the acceptance of that amendment, another amendment should 
be made, in line 14, to strike out the word " ten " and insert 
"nine." 

Mr. CUl\fl\fINS. I assume that that would naturally follow. 
The PRESIDE~"'T pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Wyoming will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 174, line 14, it is proposed to strike 

out the word " ten " and to insert " nine." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULBERSON. On page 57, line 8, after the figures 

"$50,000,'' I move to amend the Senate committee amendment 
by adding : 

P1·0-,;i ded, That this money shall be paid out of the Philippine treasury. 
l\fr. President, I only desire to say that I am opposed to the 

Senate committee amendment, a s I do not believe the Go-rern
ment ougllt to enter upon the building of a railroad in the Phil
ippine Islands; but if it is Q.one, I think, as it is to be a perma
nent improvement, it ought to be paid for out of the Philippine 
treasury, and not ·out of the National Treasury. I call atten
tion to the message of the President sent to the other House on 
the 19th instant, in which he rays that the Philippines are self
sustaining. We ought therefore to provide against the taking 
of this $200,000 out of the National Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator kindly
withhold his amendment until the bill reaches the Senate, 
when it will be in order to· amend? 

l\Ir. CULBERSON. I want to amend the bill while it is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. I think I 
am entitled to do so. 

fr. WARREN. Under the rule, it having been passed upon, 
the amendment tp the amendment would not be in order, but, 
of course, it makes no difference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the 
vote agreeing to the amendment on page 57, from line 4 to 



1912. - CONGRESSIONAL REOO~D-SENATE. 9527 
line 8, will be reconsidered, and the amendment will be con
sidered as open to amendment. The question is upon the amend
ment to the amendment, submitted by the Senator from Texas, 
which will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 57, line 8, after the sum " $50,000," 
it is proposed to insert : 

Prov ided, That this money shall be paid out of the Philippine treas
ury. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not want that amendment to the amend- · 
ment to carry, and I believe the Senator from Texas, on re
flection, will hardly think it ought to carry. As lrn is frank 
enough to. say he is against the whole proposition, of course 
that amendment to the amendment would perhaps accomplish 
t11e purpose of making the amendment useless. The railroad 
proposed to be built by the United States is exactly the same 
in principle as the railroad system at Fort Leavenworth and 
other large Army posts. Its usefulness is almost entirely for 
the Government itself, and it simply happens that it involves 
not any more miles of railroad than there are, perhaps, in other 
places, but is in one line, a narrow-gauge railroad for the use 
of the Government. The matter will be settled, I want to say 

. to the Senator, eventually, without doubt, by its going to the 
Philippines and their paying for it; but at present there. is no 
way by which it could be handled as the Senator proposes. So 
I hope the amendment may not carry. 

:Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have something I want to say 
on this question, but I prefer to wait until the bill goes into 
the Senate, when the whole matter will be open. I have some 
other matters to urge upon the consideration of the Senate as 
to why this railroad should not be built, but I will not detain 
the Senate now to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Texas to the amend
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as a~ended was _agreed to. 
The PllESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend

ments, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the bill passes from the 

Senate as in Committee of the Whole I desire to give notice 
that I wish to reserve the right to object to the amendment 
adopted with reference to the construction of the railroad in 
the Philippines. I also want to· call attent ion to another fact. 
If I am correct in my opinion, the Senator from Wyoming pos: 
sibly was misled as.to the facts in stating that the appropria
tion which was asked for by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRADLEY] was to carry out ·existing law. I do not think the 
law has been passed. The bill has passed the Senate, but it 
has not passed the House. 

1\Ir. WARREN. To which law does the Senator from Georgia 
refer? 

Mr. BACON. The law with reference to that exposition. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator is mistaken. I made no such 

reference. The language the Senator is quoting was directed 
to the amendment providing for the collection of statistics con
cerning leaf tobacco, which is provided for· in the law. As . to 
the other subject, I said it was a large matter, as.d I did not 
like to take the responsibility, and I asked that it might go to 
the Senate for a vote. 

Mr. BACON. Immediately thereafter, as it" was about to be 
put, I got up and, having reference to that, asked that we might 
have information about it. Certainly if it related to .the other 
matter, we did not correctly understand it on this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. W AnREN. Did the Senator direct his appeal to me for 
information? If so, I did not observe it. 

1\Ir. BACON. I did have the Senator in my mind, although 
I did not name him; but when I made the request and the 
Senator from Kentucky responded, of course I thought that 
response was to the inquiry I made. . 

Mr. W AllREN: Mr. President, if the Senator will reflect, he 
will remember that there were two amendments, and it was to 
the first one that I directed my remarks. 

Mr. BACON. I know nothing about that. The Senator 
stated it was a ;ery gra;e matter and he would submit it to 
the Senate, and immediately, as I think the RECORD will show, 
the Chair proceeded to put the question. Before the result was 
announced I said I would like to have some information about 
it. I had in mind that alone, and when the Senator said that it 
was to carry out existing law I sent for the document, and I find 
that it has only passed the Senate. -

Mr. WARREN. I did not say that it was to carry out ex
isting law in that case, and the RECORD will so show. · 

XL VIII--599 

Mr. BACON. I do not dispute the Senator's statement at all, 
but I am only showing how absolutely and thoroughly the mat
ter was misunderstood. 

Mr. BOUAH. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Georgia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
l\fr. BACON. Yes. 
.Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I understood that the $250,000 

which was ·appropriated for an exposition or for a celebration 
was based on the supposition that it was to carry out existing 
law. Do I understand now that there is no law for it? · 

Mr. BACON. None. 
Mr. BORA.Ii. And the House has not passed the bill? 
Mr. BACON. It has not. 
Mr. BORAH. Of course, I did not understand the Senator 

from Wyoming to say that it was existing law, but the impres
sion on this side was that such a law had been passed. From 
some source or other we got that impression. . 

l\lr. WARREN. I Sl).id nothing whate•er of that kind· but 
I think the Senator from Kentucky [l\fr. BRADLEY] rem~rked 
that the bill had passed the Senate, which, I believe, is tnie. 
I may be mi taken, but I know that I sa id nothing about it. 

l\fr. BACON. It is a simple matter to reserve that amend
ment in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro · tempore. If there are no further 
amendments the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

l\Ir. REED. If it is necessary to give any notice I desir~ 
to say that I want to reserve the right to vote in the Senate 
on the amendment on page 105, providing for the purchase of a 
motor boat for Alaska. 

hlr. CULBERSON. I desire to resene the amendment be
ginning after line 16, on page 2, relating to the Tariff Board. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further 
amendments to be offered the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments not re

served wil1, without · objection, be concurred in in the Senate. 
The Senator from 'l'exas reserves an amendment, which will 
be state<l. ·· · 

The SECRETARY. On pages 2 and 3, the amendment of the 
committee relating to the Tariff Board. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will b~ 
stated. 

Mr. REED. I raise the question of no quorum. 
Mr. SMOOT. I suggest that the calling of the roll will 

disclose that. 
The PRESIDEl\"'T pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 

raises the question of a quorum. The roll will be calLed. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: t-
Ashurst du Pont Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga 
Bacon Fall Massey Smit h, Mich . . 
Bankhead Fletcher Nelson Smith, S. c. 
Borah Gallinger New lands Smoot 
Bourne Gronna Oliver Stephenson 
Br:rndegee Guggenheim Overman Sutherland 
Bristow H eyburn · Page Swanson 
Bryan . .Johnston, Ala. · Paynter Thornton 
Burnham Jones Penrose Townsend 
Burton Kenyon Percy Warren 
Catron La :Follette Perkins Watson 
Chamberlain Lippitt Pomerene Wetmore 
Crawford Lodge Reed Works 
Culberson Mccumber Shively 
Cummins :McLean Simmons 
Dillingham Martin, V.11. Smith, Ariz. 

The PRESIDE1\1T pro tempore. Sixty-one Senators have 
answered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas de
mands the yeas and nays on the first reserved amendnient, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is the committee amendment on pages 2 
and 3, which, as amended, reads as follows: 

To enable the President to secure information to assist him in the 
discharge of the duties imposed upon him by section 2 of the act en
titled "An act to provide revenues, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes," approved 
August 5, 1909, and the officers of the Government in administering 
the customs laws including such investigations of the cost of production 
of commoditiest covering cost of material, fabrication, and every other 
element of sucn cost of production, as are authorized by said act or 
any existing law, and including the employment of such persons as may 
be required for those purposes ; and to e_nable him to do any and ·au 
things in connection therewith authorized by law, $225,000. Such 
officers shall report annually to Congress. · 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The question is on concur
ring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on 
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which the Senator from Texas [l\f.r. CULBERSON} demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary :proceeded 
to call the roll. 

l\fr. BRA...t..~EGEE (when his name was caned). I am pa.ired 
with the junfor Senator from New York [Mr. O'GoRMAN]. If 
he rrere present and I were at liberty to vote, I should vote 
"yea." 

~1r. BURNHAllf (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. SMITH] and there
fore withhold my T:Ote. If allowed to vote, I should vote "yea." 

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. CRANE'S name was ca~ed}. My col
league [l\Ir. CRANE] is unavoidably absent from the city. He is 
paired with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Grum]. If my 
colleague were present he would vote " yea.'' 

Mr. CULLOM (when ·his name' was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from west Virginia [Mr. CIDLTON] 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HEYBURN (when his name was called). I would in
quire if the senior Senator from .Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted, the Ohair 
is advised. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have a pair with that Senator and there
fore withhold my Tote. -

1\fr. JOHNSON of Maine (when his name was c~lled). I 
have a general pair with the Senator fi·om New York [l\fr. 
RooT] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. LIPPITT (when his name was called}. I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. LEAJ. If at 
liberty to vote I should vote " yea." 

Mr. PE:NRdSEJ (when his name was called). I again an
nounce the transfer of my general pair with the junior Senator 
from .Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] to the senior Senator from 
South Dakota [l\fr. GAMBLE]. I will let this announcement 
stand for the day, and will vote on all questions during the day. 
I vote " yea." 

Mr. DU ·PONT (wnen Mr. RICHAIIDS-ON's name was called). 
My colleague [l\!r. RICHARDSON] is necessarily absent from the 
city. He is paired with the junior Senator from· South Caro
lina [l\lr. SMITH]. If my colleague were present and at liberty 
to vote, he would vote "yea." 

Mr. S.ANDERS_(when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN] and there
fore withhold my vote. 

l\fr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[l\fr . RICHARDSON], and in his absen<!e I withhold my vote. If 
permitted to vote, I should vote "nay." . 

l\ir. STONE (when his name was called). I have a: general 
pair wit.4 the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. He is 
absent from the Chamber, and I am advised will be detained 
during the day. I therefore withhold my vote. I desire this 
announcement to stand for the day. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. FosTER]. 
I transfer the pair so that the Senator from Louisiana. will 
stand paired with the Senator from Wushington [l\lr. PoIN
DEXTER], and I will vote . . I vote "yea." 

l\Ir. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [l\fr. BRIGGS] 
and therefore withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should 
·rote " nay." 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

1\fr. PERCY (when the name of Mr. WILLIAMS was called). 
I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. WILLIAMS] is 
unavoidably absent from the city and is paired with the senior 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE.] This announcement 
will stand for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\fr. JONES. I desire to state that my col1eague [Mr. POIN

DEXTER] is detained from the Chamber by important business. 
If he were here, I think he would vote "yea " on this proposi
tion. 

1\Ir. DILLINGlliU! (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I find myself obliged to withdraw my vote owing to- the absence 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], with whom 
I am · paired. 

l\:Ir. SIMMONS. I voted a while ngo, and I wish to state that 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. CLAPP] . I transfer the pair to the junior Senator from 
Nebraska [1\Ir. HrrcHcocKJ and will let my vote stand. I ·:will 
let this announcement stand as to all votes upon this bill~ 

The result was announced-yeas 34, nays 19, as follows : 

Borah 
Bourne 
llristow 
Burton 
Catron 
Chamberlain 
Crawford 
Cummins 
du Pont 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bryan 
Culberson 
Fletcher 

Fall • 
Gallinger 
Gronna 
Guggenheim 
Jones 
Kenyon 
La Follette 
Lodge 
M.cCumber 

YE.AS-34. 
McLean 
Massey 
Nelson 
New lands 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Smith, Mich. 

NAYS-19. 
Gardner Paynter 
J ohn~tOI_!~ Ala. Percy 
Martin, v a . Pomerene 
Myers Reed 
Overman Shively 

NOT VOTING-41-
Railey Crane Johnson, Me. 
Bankhead Cullom Kern 
Bradley Curtis Lea 
Brandegee Davis Lippitt 

m~~ ~~ham ~io~:a1i~-. J~ 
Burnham Foster Owen 
Chilton Gamble Poindexter 
Clapp Gore Rayner 
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Richardson 
CJ.arke, Ark. Hitchcock. Root 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Smoot 
Stephcnsr:m 
Sutherland 
Thornton 
Townsend 
Warren 
Works 

Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. ;\ 
Swanson ~ ~ 

Sanders~\ 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, S. C. 
Stone 
Tillman 
Watson 
Wetmore 
Williams 

The PRESIDEl'iT pro tempore. The next reserved ·amend
ment will be stated. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the amendment that I called 
attention to, upon which we are about to vote, is the one to pur
chase a motor boat to be used in Alaska. It was discussed 
at great length here one day, and we adjourned. just before the 
vote was taken. 

I do not think we ought to buy this boat unless we are going 
to equip it with proper armament to shoot ducks, because I 
think that is the purpose for which the boat is intended to be 
used. · 

I ask for the yeas and nays upon the question of concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ·amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 105, beginning in line 7, as amended, 
the amendment reads: 

Purchase of motor boat, Alaska : To enable the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to purchase a motor boat tor use In the District of 
Alaska in t~e inv~tigatio~ of unlawful cutting of timber from the public 
lands, the mspection of. timber cut under permit, and the examination 
ot alleged illegal entries, $5,000. • 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to make a brief ex
planation relating to the necessity for this amendment. 

People who are familiar with the map of Alaska know there is 
a narrow strip along the Pacific coast, southeast of the one 
hundred. and forty-first meridian, which consists in the main of 
an archipelago. There is a strip along the mainland with a 
great many inlets. and bays. The boundary line is just bu.ck of it 
on the summit. Most of the timber in southeastern .Alaska
in fact, in .Alaska-is confined to those islands. There is but 
one steamship route that runs from Seattle by way of Victorfa , 
along the inner passage up to Skagway at the head of the new 
canal. That boat only stops along a few of the principal places 
on the main route and does not touch most of these islands. 

Now, a boat of this kind is a.s necessary there as a horse and 
buggy ar an automobile would be on the dry land. The only 
way of getting to those islands is in some kind of water craft, 
some kind of a boat, and the regular steamboat plying there on 
the regular route does not touch these islands. The only way 
they can be reached is by some kind of a boat, and I think, as 
a matter of economy to the Government, the officers need and 
should have such a boat to go from one island to another in 
that archipelago. 

The conditions there are entirely distinct and different from 
those existing in any other part of the cou.ntry. The di.stance 
by the inner passage from Seattle to Skagway is about a thou
s:md miles. and over half of that distance is between the 
mouth of the Portland Canal and the front of Cape St. Elias, 
where the one hundred and forty-first meridian of longitude 
constitutes the boundary line between that country and the 
Yukon territo·ry. In all that region in that archipelago the only 
way of getting from island to island and from point to point is 
by some kind of water craft. · 

Now, if the Government has its own boats it will manifesUy 
be a saving of expenses,. as compared with hiring other bouts, 
if such can be procured. I doubt whether any other boats can 
be secured there, except boats run by private parties, and per
haps they will be sailboats and in. some instances, where tlle 
distance is short, rowboats. 
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I think there is an absolute necessity for,- this boat, growing 
out of the conditions in Alaska, and for that reason I am in 
favor of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the question of con
curring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, 
the Senator from Missouri [1\fr. REED] demands the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to cull the roll. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE (when his name was called). I again an
nounce my pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. O'GoR
MAN]. 

Mr. BURNHAM (when his name was called). I make the 
same announcement as on the last roll call, that I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. WATSO:N (when Mr. CHILTON'S name was called). I 
again announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. CHILTON], on 
account of personal illness. He is paired with the senior Sena
tor from Tilinois [l\fr. CULLOM] . 

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. CRANE'S name was called). I desire 
to announce the general pair of my colleague [Mr. CRANE] with 
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. GoRE]. I will also · at the 
same time announce the following pairs : 

The Senator from Nebra ska [Mr. BROWN] is paired with the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 0\V'EN]. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] is paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. DA.VIS] . 

The Senator from Montana [l\fr. DIXON] is paired with the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. · 

I will let this announcement stand for the day on all votes 
upon the bill. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his nam·e was called) . I with
hold my vote on account of the absence of the senior Senator 
from South Carolina. [Mr. TILLMAN], with whom I have a gen
eral pair. I would -rote "yea" if he were present. 

Mr. JOHNSON of l\Iaine (when his name was called) . I 
again announce my pair with the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. ROOT]. 

Mr. LIPPITT (when his name was called) . I again an
nounce my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. LEA.] . 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called) . I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN] and with
hold my vote. I should vote " yea" if I were at liberty to vote. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called). 
I again announce my pair with the junior Senator from Dela
ware [Mr. RICHA.RDSON] . 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called) . . I transfer my 
general pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BRIGGS] to the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MABTINE] 
and vote "nay." 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I again an
nounce my pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. 
If I were at liberty to vote, I would vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CULLOU. I have a general pair with th~ Senator from 

.West Virginia [Mr. CHILTON], and withhold my vote. 
Mr. BRADLEY. I should like to state that being paired 

with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] I with
hold my vote. 

The result was announced-yeas 30, nays 22, as follows : 
YE.A.S-30. 

Bourne Fletcher Nelson Smoot 
Bristow Gallinger Oliver Stephenson 
Burton Gronna Page Su{herland 
Catron Guggenheim Paynter Townsend 
Chamberlain Jones Penrose Warren 
Cra wford Lodge Percy Works 
Cummins Mccumber Perkins 
du Pont McLean Smith, Mich. 

NAYS-22. 
Ashurst Heyburn Overman Smith, Ga. 
Bacon Johnston, Ala. Pomerene Swanson 
Bryan K enyon Reed Thornton 
Culberson Martin, Va. Shively Watson 
Fall Massey Simmons (1 Gardner Myers Smith, Ariz. 

NOT VOTING-42. 
Bailey Clarke, Ark. Johnson, Me. Richardson 
Bankhead Crane· Kern Root 
Borah Cullom La Follette Sanders 
Bradley Curtis Lea Smith, Md. 
Brandegee Davis Lippitt Smith, S. C. 
Briggs Dillingham Martine, N. J. Stone 
Brown Dixon New lands Tillman 
Burnham Foster O'Gorman Wetmore 
Chilton Gamble Owen Williams 
Clapp Gore Poindexter 
Clark, Wyo. Hitchcock Rayner 

So the amendment was concurred in . 

The PRESiDE1'1~ pro tempore. The hour of 1 o'clock hav
ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 21969) to provide for the open
ing, maintenance, protection, and operation of the Panama 
Canal, and the sanitation and goyernment of the Canal Zone. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask unanimous consent that the un
finished business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDEINT pro tempore. The· Senator from Connecti
cut asks unanimous consent that the unfinished busiiiess be 
temporarily laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

l\Ir. Sl\IITH of South· Carolina. I have here a communica
tion which I should like to have read, and the last clause in 
small type I propose as an amendment to come in on page 171, 
after line 7. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator kindly 
withhold it until reserved amendments are acted upon? 

Mr. Sl\fITH of South Carolina. I thought we were through 
with those. 

The PRESIDE~"'T pro tempore. Are there further reserved 
amendments? 

l\Ir. BACON. I do not know which amendment is first in 
order, but there are two I am interested in. One is in regard 
to the building of the railroad in the Philippine Islands, on 
page 57. I want to suggest something about it, to see whether 
I am correct in it or not. The Senator from Wyoming, if I 
recollect correctly, stated that that was the post at which it 
was necessary to transport 8,000 tons of freight a year. That 
was the statement of the Senator, if I recollect it aright. 

Mr. WARREN. I said from seven to eight thousand tons. 
The estimate of the Quartermaster's Department was that there 
would be at least 7,500 tons. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, since that occurred the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] sought from the War De
partment information as to the number of men at this post, and 
the information received was that at the two posts, which it 
seems are on that line, Camp Overton and Camp Keithley--

Mr. WARREN. The Senator will perhaps remember-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Georgia yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
1\Ir. BACON. I do. . 
Mr. WARREN. I think the Senator remembers that I said 

the other day when this amendment was under discussion that 
there were two posts there when I visited the place called then 
MacVicker and Keithiey, Keithley being on one side of the lake 
and l\.facVicker on the other, and that this road supplied both, 
because it would reach one, and from the one there is water 
transportation to the other. 

Mr. BACON. I am not taking issue with that in any manner. 
I presume those are the same posts named now Keithley and 
Overton given differently; given by the name of the camps. 

The statement of the War Department is that at one camp 
there are two companies of the Eighth Cavalry, I and K, and 
at the other camp there are two companies of the 'Eighth In
fantry, E and H, and also a battalion of Philippine Scouts of 
three companies. That would make altogether seven companies. 
I suppose that there are less than 100 men in each company. I 
have n.o idea that there are that many, but taking that as the 
estimate, which I presume is at least 50 per cent over the actual 
fact, for I do not suppose the companies have anything like 
100 men--

Mr. W A.RREN. If the Senator has noticed the latest in
formation from the War Department, it intends those com
panies to be composed of 150 men. I do not believe they are 
that large.now, but that is the plan which is now proposed to be 
carried out in the Philippines. 

l\Ir. BACON. Does the Senator refer to the scouts or to the 
Army? 

Mr. WARREN. I am referring to the Army. As to the 
scouts, I think it is undetermined, but they will probably follow 
the same line, it being, as it is thought, an economy in the use 
of the officers of the Army, putting more men under such 
officers. 

Mr. BACON. If there were anything like 150 men to the 
company, we would have the maximum strength of the Army. 
I think it is a conceded fact that to-day we have only 60 or 70 
per cent of the maximum strength of the Army as authorized 
by law. There are possibly only about 60 per cent, if I recol
lect aright, of the full strength of the Army. Am I correct 
in that? · 

Mr. WARREN. The strength of the Army authorized by law 
is 100,000, and these enlargements of the companies are said to 
be within the limit of 100,000. Replying to the direct question 
put by the chairman of the Appropriations Committee to the 
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Secretary of War, he replied that those increases would be 
within the limit of 100,000. 

l\Ir. BACON. That refers to the future; and whenever there 
are 150 men to the company there will be the full maximum 
strength allowed by law. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator mean that there are not 
150 men now in some of the companies of troops in some lines 
of service? If so, he is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. BACON . . I do not mean to say at this time; I mean 
to say exactly what I intended to say-that if that was the 
strength of the companies generally it would bring the Army 
fully up to the maximum. 

I suppose we need not say anything about those matters of 
detail, because, even allowing a very liberal margin, if I have 
made any correct figures there was some wide error on the part 
of the department; and I think it important not simply as to 
this particular proposition but as a general thing that we may 
have some little suggestion as to whether or not there is any 
great wastefulness and extravagance, not only in this instance 
but in the service generally, because if I am correct in my 
figures and the same system exists everywhere there is a tre
mendous amount of waste and extravagance. If I am inconect 
of course I would be more than glad to have my error pointed 
out. 

Now, .!\Ir. President, I am going to assume-and I hope I may 
have the attention of the Senator from Wyoming, as he is the 
captain general on this subject. 

l\f r. WARREN. I am listening. 
Mr. BACON. I am going to assume that the companies have 

100 men each. Then to the extent that I may be in error about 
that my calculation will be erroneous. I tlllderstand, however, 
that the suggestion made by the Senator from Wyoming as to 
150 men to the company applies to what is intended, not to 
what has already existed, and the 8,000 tons applies to the 
past, not to the present or the future, if I understand it. If I 
understood the Senator correctly he stated that the transporta
tion required to meet the necessities there was about 7,000 or 
8,000 tons a year, so that even if there are 150 men contem
plated for a company in the future there is no contention, I 
presume, that that has been the case heretofore. 

Now, Mr. President, how 8,000 tons of freight can be re
quired for a post of 700 men is past my mathematical power to 
figure out. It is said there are only two companies of Cavalry . 
The little calculation I made here is upon the basis of their 
being all Cavalry and accounting for all their horses; no I 
am mistaken about that. I am counting 200 horses for the 
Cavalry and 100 extra for the quartermaster's department and 
everything else. So there are 300 horses there. 

Now, how much in the way of freight do those 300 horses 
require? A liberal estimate is 20 pounds a day of all kinds of 
food for a horse-the forage, and the corn or the oats, as the 
case may ·be. Twenty pounds is an outside estimate of the 
amount required per horse. 

This may look like a very small matter when we are going 
through these calculations, but when it is proposed to build a 
railroad because the requirements are such that the ordinary 
me!l.Ils of transportation are not adequate, then it is important 
to see whether there is a wide difference between the amount 
of transportation which it is said is necessary and that which 
we can figure out as being necessary. 

If there are 300 horses, 200 Cavalry horses, and 100 ertra 
horses for other purposes, 3 tons a day is a large allowance 
for them, and it is an allowance of more than is necessary. 
That would make in. the course of a year, at 3 tons a day, 
1,0!>5 tons in a year. 

Now, when you come to the men, there are two kinds of 
freight, or possibly three. There may be others that I do not 
think of, and, of course, I am ready to be corrected in this 
statement. Two pounds a day for food is a liberal estimate for 
men, and with 700 men at 2 pound a day in the course of 365 
days there would be 25() tons. Then allowing 20 pounds each 
for every man for his clothing and things of that kind outside 
of his food, the transportation necessary for him, which is cer
tainly a liberal estimate, and evidently an extravagant estimate 
in that climate, that would be 7 tons a year, and the aggregate 
amount is 1,358 tons. 

Now, for ammunition I do not know how much ought to be 
allowed, but I would say 2 tons, because not much ammunition 
is used. The country is settled down and there is no fighting 
going on. They have a full supply on hand, of course, but I 
would suppose that 2 tons each of ammunition a year for 700 
men would be a most liberal estimate, and we would have 
in the aggregate less than 1,400 tons a year. 

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- , 

gia yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. BACON. I co. 
Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President, there are more than 700 men 

at that post. 
Mr. BACON. Very well, I will come to that, if the Senator 

pleases. The Senator will pardon me if I go on with the esti
mates now, because I said to the extent I was in error as to 
the number of men, of course the calculation would be in error. 
I am perfectly willing, before I get through, to double the 
number of men, and then you would have a ya.st margin, and 
double the tonnage, and you would have a large margin; but I 
think I am within the estimate. Of course I am ready to be 
corrected if I am not. 

I say that that amounts to less than 1,400 tons a year in place 
of 8,000 tons. If there have been 8,000 tons, or 7,000 tons if 
you please, carried, there is a vast margin to be accounted for. 
If that exists at this little post, it is a very pertinent question 
whether or not it is in accoTda.nce with the general system and 
whether this immense unnecessary expenditure is saddled upon 
the public. 

If I am correct in my calculation so far, that would make less 
than 4 tons a day to transport over this route on which it is 
proposed to build a railroad. It is only 22 miles. 

l\f r. SMITH of Arizona. And an easy grade. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator says it is an easy grade. The 

grade is about 3 per cent, if I recollect correctly, and if it is 
nothing but a trail now, it can be easily cut into a road. We all 
know that these roads are constructed by the soldiers; but e--ren 
if it had to be paid for by the Government it is very different 
from building a railroad. Suppose there is a wagon road con
structed by the soldiers, which is entirely feasible and prac
ticable, and in accordance with the usual customs and methods 
of the Army four 2-horse wagons a day, carrying only 1 ton 
each, would do this business, and if it is an extraordinarily 
good road three would do it easily. Yet it is proposed to build 
a railroad for this purpose. 

Mr. President, if there was no railroad built at all, and there 
was nothing but a mountain trail, this freight could be carried 
on burros at an absolutely insignificant cost. A burro will carry 
easily upon such a trail certainly a hundred pounds, and if it 
is a good one it will carry 200. I have seen them on a good 
road carrying 300 pounds. I have frequently seen a burro 
loaded with three sacks of corn; no doubt the Senator from 

. New Mexico has frequently seen the same thing; and that is 
over 300 pounds. And burros cost $5 apiece. But if they did 
not have burros they could take mules. A mule would easily 
carry 300 pounds over any ordinary trail. How many mules 
would it take? They are driven simply by the soldiers back
wards and forw3.rds. 

l\Ir. President, I do not want to detain the Senate with this 
matter, but suppose we double it, suppose we double it. The Sen
ator says that there are more than that many soldiers there. The 
information I get was given to me by the Senator from North 
Carolina, obtained by him personally from the War Depart
ment. But suppose we double the number and say there are 
fourteen hundred there. Then seven or eight wagons wou!d do 
the entire business with the soldiers as teamsters, and at little 
or no expense to the Government. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate, l\Ir. President, on this 
subject. I wanted to present those figures. If I am wrong, I 
hope some Senator will point it out. Am I in error as to the 
transportation needed, and the forage for horses, as to the 
weight, as to the amount consumed? Am I wrong as to the 
amount needed to transport in order to sustain the soldiers 
either as to their food or as to their clothing? Am I wrong as 
to ammunition, where there is no artillery, as to the weight of 
that? If I am, let some Senator show that I am wrong. If I 
am not wrong, fr. President, I submit it would be inexcusable 
and indefensible for us to proceed to the construction of this 
road. 

Therefore I ask that we may have another vote on the ques-
tion. 

l\1r. WARREN. Mr. President, allowing that the Senator is 
right and that everybody connected with the Army must be 
wrong, I can see as the Senator goes along that his statement 
covers only a moiety of the supplies that have to be furnished. 
His idea of 2 pounds of food net for a man may be correct. 
The idea of the number of pounds of transportation is quite 
different. 

Another thing, they have to have shelter. There is materi3:1 
to go there for shelter. There ha>e to be arms and ammum
tion. We have the te timony of the different heads of bureaus 
and Secretaries for some years. 

The Quartermaster General of the Army is a seasoned and 
experienced man, acknowledged to be one of the best Quarter
master Generals the Army has ever had. He has gone through 
this subject carefully. We have the Secretary of War, and of · 
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course his information is gleaned and garnered and winnowed 
out from all the information that comes to him from the heads 
of bureaus. He says: 

The original cost of the transportation required to supr1ly the posts 
on Lake La.nao is conservatively estimated at $200,000- . 

Not $175,000 or $150,000, but $~00,000-
and this amount does not include the cost of transportation required 
for field use of the garrisons. The annual cost of maintaining this 
transportation is $175,000. 'l'here has already been expended in con
struction and maiqtenance of the road fl·om Camp Overton to Camp 
Keithley a total sum exceeding $300,000, not including the work do:r;ie 
by troops during the ea rly stages of construction, and it has cost to 
maintain the road from $24,000 to $36,000 a year. This expense for 
maintenance must continue year after year. 

He says, on the cost of this Overton-Keithley road, which is 
through a country of torrential storms : 

The total cost of this road to date added to the value of the trans
portation, equipment, and its maintenance for the last seven years 
reaches the enormous total of $1,750,000, or an average of about 
$250,000 per year. 

Mr. BACON. What is that statement? I did not catch it. 
Mr. WARREN. The Secretary of War says the total cost of 

the wagon road and its maintenance and the transportation has 
.cost $1,750,000 to date, or an average of about $250,000 a year. 
He says, further : 

Such expenditures show a lack of business foresight. 
There is more .of it, in further explanation, but I will not 

now stop to read it. 
Mr. BACON. I should say that such expenditures show 

something else besides a lack of business foresight. 
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me to finish what 

~was going to say-an academic calculation here of the amount 
of freight surely can not be as correct as the actual facts as 
~ecorded in the amount of freight taken over this road during 
14e time since these posts were established. It is not a matter 
of appropriating money, but it is a matter to be left to those 
who are in favor of actual economy. 

Mr. BACON. I think that this is a matter of sufficient im
portance, as throwing light upon the nature of the expenditures 
in the War Department~ for the items and the details of these 
expenditures to be brought to the attention of Congress. If 
it be true that there has been any such expenditures as that, I 
think we ought to have the items of it, because if we have had 
expenditures of that kind in this instance there have been 
expenditures of the same kind in numerous other instances. If 
we have had this vast expenditure on account of that little 
road, we ought to know how it was built and what the items 
are, so that we can see whether or not this money was correctly 
spent. If it be true that there were 8,000 tons or 7,000 tons of 
freight carried to that camp or to those two camps, we onght 
to have the items. If it be true that there have been $150,000 
or $160,000 spent in a year for the purpose of transporting the 
~reight needed for this stmple garrison of soldiers, we ought 
to have th~ items of that cost of transportation. I hope that it 
may be had now. I hope it in order that the War Department 
Iqay be shown to be correct, if it is correct. It ought not to be 
allowed to stand as it is. 

.Mr. President, how can we hope for anything like economy 
in the expenditures if this is a sample of it, if it be true, so far 
as I can figure it out, that it far exceeds what would be a 
legitimate expense? 

I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator· from Wyo
ming, who is not only in charge of the appropriation bill but 
who was for a long time at the head of the Military Committee 
of the Senate. Possibly there is no Senator within my term of 
service who is in a better position to judge of matters as to 
the military affairs than he. I should like to know what 
is the most practicable way for us to get a detailed statement 
as to this particular expenditure, because that is what I want. 
I want to know, if that road has cost over a million dollars, 
something about the way in which that cost was expended. 

Mr. WARREN. I think if the Senator would prefer the 
slightest request to the Secretary of War or to the Quarter
master General-probably it ought to go to the Secretary of 
War-he would be furnished with it. 

Mr. BACON. Very welL Then we can get it in that way, 
and get the items as to the amount of freight carried and what 
it consisted of and the cost, not simply the aggregate cost, but 
the bills. That is what I want. How was this money ex
pended? How were the 8,000 tons of freight, in the first place, 
needed for this small encampment, and how was $150,000 or 
$160,000 expended in the transportation of 8,000 tons of freight? 
Those are the thlngs we want to know. I do not doubt the fact 

· that we e.xpen<.led it I am not for a moment suggesting that 
tpe cliarge is not correct on the books of the Quartermaster's 
Department, but what I want to know is how can it be so. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not want to prolong the 
discussion, but at times there have been, and probably there will 

be again, a great many more troops there. There were more 
when I was there. As the Senator knows, it is almost in the 
center of the Mindanao country-the Moro country. The num
ber of troops varies according to the circumstances. As the 
Senator knows, we have had some rather severe disturbances 
in the Moro country. 

Ur. BACON. I understand that. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator uses 8,000 tons as a unit· he 

must remember that that is the average; but the latest info;ma
tion is that for the fol]owing year it will be at least 7,500 tons. 

Mr. BACON. Well, I think we ought to have that informa
tio~; I think those are matters about which Congress ought to 
be informed. We have the responsibility of the appropriation 
of money, and I think we ought to be informed when such an 
enormous amount of supplies, 8,000 tons, are said to be needed 
for one or two small encampments of soldiers as to what those 
supplies are; and when $20' a ton is stated to be the cost of their 
transportation for 22 miles over a practicable road that has 
cost over a million dollars, we ought to know in what way that 
money was expended. I hope that those who have it in charge, 
the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, will take the 
steps to secure this information. 

Mr. WARREN. The fads were all before the committee 
which considered these matters. 

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator if there is anything 
which shows of what those 8,000 tons consisted? 

l\Ir. WARREN. The papers submitted from time to time 
covered that question. 

Mr. BACON. I want to know what the items were. 
Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator expect me from memory 

to give him every pound of salt or every pound of starch? 
Mr. BAOON. I do not; but the Senator said the papers 

showed the items, and I desire to know about them. 
Mr. WARREN. The papers give the amount-
Mr. BACON. In the aggregate. 
Mr. WARREl~. They give it in the aggregate, of course. 
Mr. BACON. But that does not answer the question. I 

want some way of finding out why 8,000 tons of freight were 
needed for two small encampments, and then I want to know 
why it is that, over a road costing over a million dollars, it 
has cost $20 a ton to transport that freight 22 miles. 

Mr. WARREN. I hope the Senator will not misconstrue what 
I said. The million seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
included the building of the road and the transportation over 
it since it was built. 

l\fr. BACON. I beg the Senator's pardon. I misunderstood 
the Senator. 

l\fr. WARREN. That is what I said. The average, accord
ing to the testimony of the Secretary of War, has been $250,000 
a year; that is, the average for building the road, keeping it 
in repair, and to carry this material. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, I would not misrepresent the Sena
tor. I certainly misunderstood him, but now that the road is 
built, I want to understand why it costs $20 a mile to transport 
freight 22 miles. I want the information at some time-not 
now; I am not asking the Senator to give it now-but I think 
it is due to Congress that it should be given to it. How is it 
that 8,000 tons of freight were needed for these two little en
campments, and why is it that over a costly road it has taken 
$20 a ton to transport freight 22 miles-::t dollar a mile per ton? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur
ring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
[Putting the question.] By the sound the "noes" appear to 
have it. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. BRADLEY (when his name was called). I again an

nounce my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] 
and withhold my vote. 

l\fr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CHILTON] 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN]. If at liberty 
to vote, I should vote " yea." 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I again an· 
nounce my p~ir with the Senator from Arkansas [l\fr. CLA.B.KE]. 
If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I have a general pair with the junior 

Senator from New York [Mr. O'GoRMA.N]. I transfer that pair 
to the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] and will 
vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. HEYBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
~bserve that my pair, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BAN~-
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HEAD J, is not present in the Chamber, and I am informed he has 
not Yoted. I will therefore be compelled to withdraw my vote. 

l\lr. DILLINGRA..M. I withhold my \Ote on account of my 
pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL
MAN], who does not appear to be in the Chamber. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I will transfer my general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. RICHARDSON] to 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY] and will vote. I vote 
"nay." 

Mr. WATSON. I will transfer roy general pair with the Sen
ator from New Jersey [Mr. BRIGGS] to the junior Senator from 
:Kebraska [l\Ir. HITCHCOCK] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

Ur. BURNHAM. I desire to transfer my pair with the Sen
ator from Maryland [Mr. SMITH] to the junior Senator from 
Wnshington [Mr. POINDEXTER], and will vote . . I v.ote "yea." 

Mr. CHAJ\IBERLAIN (after having -voted in the negative). I 
haye a general pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. 0LITER]. I do not see him in the Chamber, and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

The result wns announced-yeas 27, nays 25, as follows: 

Bourne 
B rn.ndegee 
Bris tow 
n umham 
Burton 
Catron 
Crawford 

nacon 
Bora h 
Bryan 
Clapp 
Culberson 
Fall 
Fletcher 

YEAS-27. 
Cummins 
du Pont 
Gallinger 
(}ronna 
Guggenheim 
Jones 
La Follette 

Lodge 
Mccumber 
McLean 
Massey 
Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 

NAYS-25. 
Gardner 
Johnston, Ala. 
Kenyon 
Martin, Va. 
Martine, N. J. 
Myers 
Overman 

NOT 

Paynter 
Percy 
Reed 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, S. C. 

VOTING-42. 
Ashurst Cullom Kern 
Bailey Curtis Lea 
Bankhead Davis Lippitt 
Bradley Dillingham New lands 
Brigo-s Dixon O'Gorman 
Brown Foster Owen 

bamberlain Gamble Penrose 
Chilton Gore Poindexter 
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Pomerene 
Clarke, Ark. Hitchcock Rayner 
Crane Johnson, Me. Richardson 

So the amendment w::i s concurred in. 
Hr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President--

Perkins 
Smith, Mich. 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
'l'ownsend 
Warren 

Swanson 
Thornton 
Watson ,.J"" 
Works. " "b \ 

\> 
Root 
Sanders 
Shively 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Stone 
Tillman 
Wetmore 
Williams 

Mr. WAilREN. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
present n committee amendment? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. I merely wanted to be sure 
tha t I had reserved an objection to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BRADLEY] with reference to an 
appropriation of $250,000 for a centennial celebration. 

l\Ir. WARREN. It is understood that that is reserved. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wanted to be sure that it was 

reser>ed. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, a very late act calls for at

tention in connection with this appropriation bill. I refer to the 
act approved on the 22d of this month calling for an appro
priation of $57,250 for use of the Census Bureau in relation to 
cotton investigations. I send the amendment to the desk and 
ask the Secretary to insert it immediately after the $25,000 
tobacco amendment, which has heretofore been agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment agreed to relating to 
investigations of quantities of leaf tobacco, it is proposed to 
inEert the following : 

i;:or__sec).lring information for census reports of cotton production, and 
pcr1001cal reports of stocks of baled cotton in the United States, and 
of the domestic and foreign consumption of cotton, and to enable the 
Bureau of the Census to carry out the provisions of "An ~ct authoriz
ing the Director of the Census to collect and publish statiStics of cot
ton," appro>ed July 22, 1912, $57,250. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. S!IITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to make a 

poiut of order against the amendment offered by ·the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRADLEY] that there is no legislation that 
justifies it, no estimate that justifies it, and that it is an in
crease of appropriations which can not be made from the floor 
by amendment. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 180, after line 10, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, inserted the following amendment: 

SEl\!ICENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

For expenses semicentennial exposition: For celebration of semi
'centennial anniversary of the act of emancipation, as provided by "An 

act providing for .the. celebration of the semicentennla.l anniversary of 
the act of emancipation, and for other purposes " approved April 8 
1912, $250,000. ' , 

Mr. S~HTH of Georgia. The mistake is this: The Senate h:is 
passed a bill providing an appropriation for the celebration and 
that bill is pending in the other House. The bill ·passed by the • 
Senate carries its own appropriation. 

The ~RESIDENT pro ~empore. The Chair will inquire of 
the chairman of the committee whether or not an estimate was 
made for this appropriation? 

Mr. WARREN. Ur. President, the committee has no rernlar 
estimate for this amount. 

0 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sus
tained. 

Mr. WARREN. There are no furth~r reservations of amend
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further 
amendment in the Senate, the amendments will be ordered to 
be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill ( H. R. 
24450) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913,. and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the Senator. will permit me, be
fore the reading of the bill I ask unanimous consent to call up a 
joint resolution and have it passed. I do not think there will be 
any objection to it. It will not take a minute. 

Mr. DU PON"T. I will say to the Senator from Arizona that 
I shall haT'e no objection to granting his request a little later 
on when the bill for which I have asked consideration is before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Delaware? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as.in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill (H. R. 24450) making appropriations for the sup
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1913, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DU PONT. I now yield to the Senator from Arizona. 
CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate joint resolution 103. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arizona 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint 
resolution, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRET.ARY. A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 103) directing 
the Secretary of State to investigate claims of American citi
zens growing out of the late insurrection in Mexico, to deter
mine the amounts due, if any, and to press them for payment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had 
been reported from· the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to make, or cause to be made under bis direction, a full and 
thorough investigation of each and all claims of American citizens and 
of persons domiciled in the United States which may be called to his 
attention by claimants or their attorneys for damages for injuries to 
their persons or property, received by them or by those of whom claim
ants may be the legal representatives, within the boundaries of the 
United States, by means of gunshot wounds or otherwise inflicted by 
Mexican Federa.l or insurgent troops during the late insurrection in 
Mexico in the year 1911. 

For the purpose of such investigation the Se<;retary of War is au
thorized to appoint a commission of three officern of the Army, one of 
whom shall be an inspector general. Such commission shall have 
authority to subprena witnesses, administer oaths, and to take evidence 
on oath relating to any such· claim and to compel the attendance of 
witnesses and the production of books and papers in any such proceed
ing by application to the district court of the United States for the dis
trict within which any session of the commission is held, which court 
is hereby empowered and directed to make all orders and issue all 
processes necessary for that purpose, and said commis ion shall have 
all the powers conferred by law upon inspectors general of the United 
States Army in the performance of their duties. Such commission shall 
report to Congress, through the Secretary of War, as soon as prac
ticable, its findings of fact upon each and all the claims presented to it 
and its conclusion as to the justice and equity thereof and as to the 
proper amount of compensation or indemnity thereupon. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: "Joint resolution direct
ing the Secretary of War to investigate the claims of American 
citizens for damages suffered within American territory and 
growing out of the late insurrection in Mexico." 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 24450) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1913, and for other purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

l\Ir. DU PONT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with; that the bill 
be read for amendment, the committee amendments to be first 
considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Delaware? 
The Chair hears none. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
was, under the head of " Permanent establishment," on page 2, 
line 12, after the word " dollars," to insert: 

Provided, That section 1315 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, fixing the membership of the Corps of Cadets at the United 

~~~:s f~jft~'~ tfs~T~Yo/sc~~~~la ~m;~d~ fci r~:in?.ID40 ~~o~a~: 
Dist-rict of Columbia " : Provided furthet·, That hereafter any candidate 
designated as principal or alternate for appointment as cadet may 
present himself at any time for physical examination at West Point, 
N. Y., or other pr~cribed places, as may be designated by the Secretary 
of War : Provided further, That hereafter graduates of the Military 
Academy shall receive mileage as authorized by law for officers of the 
Army from West Point, N. Y., to the station which they first join for 
duty : And provided further, That hereafter whenever all vacancies at 
the Military Academy shall not have been filed as a result of the regu
lar annual entrance examinations, the remaining vacancies shall be 
filled by admission from the list of alternates from the respective States 
in which the >acancles cccur, selected in their order of merit established 
at such entrance examinations. The admissions thus made shall be 
credited to the United States at large and shall not interfere with or 
affect in any manner whatsoever any appointment authorized by exist
ing law: Provided, That whenever, by the operation of this or any 
other law, the Corps of Cadets exceeds its authorized maximum strength 
as now provided by law, the admission of alternates as prescribed in 
this act shall cease until such time as the Corps of Cadets may be 
reduced below its present authorized strength. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, line 23, after the word 

"dollars," to insert: " Provided, That hereafter two assistant 
professors shall be authorized in the department of English and 
history, one for English and one for history," so as to make the 
clause read : 

For pay of 10 assistant professors (captains) in addition to pay as 
first lieutenants, $4,000: Pro1;ided~ That hereafter 2 assistant profes· 
sors shall be authorized in the aepartment of English and history, 
one for English and one for history. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 11, after the word 

"captain," to insert "in addition to his regular pay," so as to 
make the clause read: 

For pay of one adjutant, who shall not be above the rank of captain, 
ln addition to his regular pay, $600. 

l\Ir. CULBERSON. l\fr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator in charge of the bill what is the present pay of the 
adjutant? I see it is here proposed to be increased by $600. 

l\Ir. DU PONT. The pay the adjutant receives depends en
tirely upon his rank as an officer of the Army. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The adjutant is usually a captain, is 
he not? 

l\Ir. DU PONT. He is usually a captain in these days, though 
formerly it was not so. This is to make up his pay to $3,000-
$50 a month additional. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Military Affairs was, on page 8, after line 
11, to insert : 

Hereafter th~re shall be mai.ntained at the United States Military 
Academy an engineer detachment, which shall consist of 1 first sergeant, 
1 quartermaster sergeant, 6 sergeants, 8 corporals, 2 cooks, 2 musicians, 
40 first-clruis frivates, and 40 second-class iidvates. 

For pay o such engineer detachment, :i;24,000; additional pay for 
len~h of service, $6,408 : Provided, That the enlisted men of said de-

• tacnment shall receive the same pay and allowances as are now or may 
be hereafter authorized for corresponding grades in the battalions of 
engineers: Provided, furthet·, That nothing herein shall be SQ construed 
as to authorize an increase in the total number of enlisted men of the 
.Army now authorized by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 1, before the word 

"typewriter," to strike out "L. C. Smith No. 10," so as to 
make the clause read : 

For one typewriter and cabinet, ·$120. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, line 18, after the words 

"remain so until," to strike out "expended" and insert "com
pletion,'.' so as to make the clause read: 

F~r completion of the ~ast Academic Building, including finished 
grading, approaches, etc., in accordance with the plans and specifica
tions approved by the Secretary of War, to be immediately available 
ftnd to remain so until completion, $95,117. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 1, after the word 
"Hereafter," to strike out "the Superintendent of the United 
States 1\lilitary Academy is authorized to avail himself of 
leaves" and insert "the Secretary of War may grant the 
superintendent of the academy leave," and in line 4, after the 
words "period that," to strike out " he " and insert " the super
intendent," so as to make the clause read: 

Hereafter the Secretary of War may grant the superintendent of the 
academy leave of absence without deduction from pay or allowances 
for the same period that the superintendent may grant leave of absence 
to other officers of the academy under the provisions of section 1330 
of the Revised Statutes. 

The l!-mendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3'5, after line 6, to strike 

out: 
No pay shall be withheld from Lieut. Col. J. M. Carson, jr., Deputy 

Quartermaster General, United States Army, because of the payment 
by him in May, 1909, when major and quartermaster, United States 
Army, for eight horses or polo ponies purchased pursuant to instruc
tions from the Secretary of War for use in the instruction of cadets 
at the United States Military Academy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. I offer the amendment I send to the de~k. to 

be inserted at the close of the bill. · 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 

the following : 
Provided, That any officer of the United States Army now holding the 

position of permanent professor at the United States Military Academy 
who on July 1, 1914, should have served not less than 33 years in the 
Army, one-third of which service shall have been as professor and 
instructor at the Military Academy, shall on that date have th~ rank, 
pay, and allowances of a colonel in the Army. 

Mr. DU PONT. I accept the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 

to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 

.AMENDMENTS TO EXCISE BILL. 

Mr. BORAH. I submit an amendment which I desire to offer 
to the bill (H. R. 21214) to extend the special excise tax now 
levied with respect to doing business by corporations to per
sons and to provide revenue for the Government by levying a 
special excise tax with respect to doing business by individuals 
and copartnerships. I ask that it be printed, lie on the table, 
and also be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
that order will be made. 

The amendment is as follows: 
Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. BORA..H to the bill (H. R. 

21214) to extend the special excise tax now levied with respect to 
doing business by corporations to persons and to provide revenue for 
the Government by levying a special excise tax with respect to doing 
business by individuals and copartnerships, viz : Insert the following : 

That from and after the 1st day of January, 1913, there shall be 
assessed, levied, collected, and paid annually upon the gains, profits, and 
income received in the preceding calendar year by every citizen of the 
United States, whether residing at home or abroad, and by every person 
residing in the United States, though not a citizen there-0f, a tax of 2 
per cent on the amount so received over and above $5,000 ; and a like 
tax shall be ruisessed, levied, collected, and paid annually upon the qains, 
profits, and income fr-0m all property owned and of every busrness, 
trade, or profession carried on in the United States by persons residing 
elsewhere. 

Such gains, profits, and income shall include the interest received 
upon notes, bonds, and all other forms of indebtedness, except the 
obligations of the United States, States, counties, towns, district , and 
municipalities; all amounts received as salary or compensation for 
services, except such as may have been received by State, county, town, 
district, or municipal officers; all profits realized within the year from 
the sale of real estate purchased within two years previous to the close 
of the year for which the income is estimated; the amount of all 
premiums on bonds, notes or coupons; the amount received from the 
sale of merchandise, live stock, sugar, cotton, wool, butter, cheese, pork, 
beef, mutton, or other meats, hay, grain, vegetables, or other products; 
money and the value of all property acquired by gift, bequest, devise, or 
descent ; and all other gains, profits, and income deri'Ved from any 
other kind of property, or from rents, dividends, interest, or from any, 
profession, trade, business, employment, or vocation, carried on in the 
United States or elsewhere, or from any other source whatever: Pro
vided, however, That it shall be proper to deduct from such gains, 
profits, and income all expenses actually incurred in conducting any 
business, occupation, or profession, including qJ.e amounts actually ex
pended in the purchase or production of mercnandise, live stock, and 
products of every kind; all interest due or paid within the year on 
existing indebtedness, and all national, State, county, town, district, 
and municipal taxes, not including those assessed against local benefits ; 
all losses actually s.nstained during the year, incurred in trade or 
arising from fires, storms, or shipwreck, and not compensated for by 
insurance or otherwise ; all debts ascertained to be worthless, and all 
losses within the year on sales of real estate purchased within two 
years previous to the year !or which profits, gains, or income is 
estimated, but no deduction shall be made for any amount pa.id ont 
for new buildings, permanent improvements, or betterments, made to 
increase the value of any property or estate; the amount received from 
any corporation, company, or association as dividends upon the stock 
of such corporation, company, or association if the tax o.f 3 per cent has 
been paid upon its net profits PY. said corporation, company, or asso-
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elation as required by thls act: Pro'l:ided fm·ther, That only one deduc
tion of $5,000 shall be made from the aggregate income of all the 
members of any family composed of one or both parents and one or 
more minor children, or husband and wife, but guardians shall be 
allowed to make a deduction in favor of each and every ward, except 
where two or more wards are comprised in one family and . have joint 
property interests, when the aggregate deduction in their favor shall 
not exceed $5,000. 

That there shall be assessed, levied, and collected for the calendar 
year 1012, and for each calendar year thereafter, a duty of 2 per cent 
on the net gains, profits, and income over and above $5,000 of all cor
porations, companies, or associations organized for pecuniary profit 
under the laws of the United States or under the laws of any State or 
Territory or doing business for pecuniary profit in the United States, no 
matter where or how created or organized, but not including copartner
ships. The aforesaid net gains, profits, or income of any such corpora
tion, company, or association shall include its entire gains, profits, and 
income save and except the amounts paid out during the year for main
tenance, operation, and a reasonable allowance for depreciation ; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to prescribe and establish ' 
such system of bookkeeping and reports as may be necessary to insure 
uniformity in this respect : Provided, however, '.£hat nothing herein con
tained shall apply to corporations, companies, or associations organized 
and conducted solely for charitable, religious, or educational purposes, 
including fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operat· 
ing upon the lodge system and providing for the payment of life, sick, 
accident, and other benefits to the members of such societies, orders, or 
associations and dependents of such members; nor to the stocks, shares, 
funds, or securities held by any fiduciary or trustee for charitable, re
ligious, or educational purposes ; nor to building and loan associations 
or companies which make loans only to their shareholders ; nor to such 
savings banks, savings institutions, or societies as shall, first, have no 
stockholders or members except depositors and no capital except de
posits; secondly, shall not receive deposits to an aggregate amount, in 
any one year, of more than $1,000 from the same depositor; thirdly, 
shall not allow an accumulation or total of deposits, by any one de
positor, exceeding $10,000 ; fourthly, shall actually divide and distribute 
to its depositors, ratably to deposits, all the earnings over the necessary 
and proper expenses of such bank, institution, or society, except such 
as shall be applied to surplus ; fifthly, shall not possess, in any form, a 
surplus fund exceeding 10 per cent of its aggre~ate deposits ; nor to 
such s:i.vings banks, savings institutions, or societies composed of mem
bers who do not participate in the profits thereof and which pay interest 
or dividends only to their depositors; nor to that part of the business 
of any savings bank, institution, or other similar association having a 
capital stock, that is conducted on the mutual plari solely for the benefit 
of its depositors on such plan, and which shall keep its accounts of its 
business conducted on such mutual plan separate and apart from its 
other accounts ; nor to any insurance company or association which con
ducts all i.ts business solely upon the mutual plan and only for the 
benefit of its policy holders or members, and having no capital stock 
and no stock or share holders, and holding all its property in trust 
and in reserve for its policy holders or members; nor to that part of 
the business of any insurance company having a capital stock and stock 
and share holders, which is conducted on the mutual plan separate 
from its stock plan of insurance, and solely for the benefit of 'the policy 
holders and me~bers Insured on said mut_ual plan, and holding all the 
property_ belongrng to and derived from said mutual part of its business 
in trust and reserve for the benefit of it policy holders and members 
insured on said mutual plan ; nor to any part of the business of any 
insurance company having a capital stock and stock and stockholders 
except as to those gains and profits and income legally distributable to 
such capital stock and among such stock and stockholders. All State 
CC1nDtJ', .municipal, ~d town taxes paid by corporations, companies, or 
assocrn.tions sJ:all be rncluded in the operating and business expenses of 
such corporat10ns, companies, or associations: Provided ftirther, That 
any st.ockJ;iolder of any corporation, company, or association the income 
?f which is taxable and taxed under the provisions hereof whose total 
rncoi;rie from all sonrces does not render him liable to the duty herein 
provided for, may, at any time within six months after the corporation 
or a~sociation of which he is a stockholder has paid the duty herein 
req~ured, file .a wri.tten application with the collector of the district in 
wh~ch .. he resides, m such. form ae: the Secretary of the Treasury may 
p_re:scube, showing that. h1s total mcome for the year under considera
t10n, COJ?lputed as herembefore set forth, did not exceed $5,000; such 
applicat10n shall be under oath and accompanied by such other proof as 
the rules and regulations may require. If the application and proof 
arc satisfactory to .the collector, and are approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and it further appears that the gains or profits of. any 
share or shart;s of capital stock owned by any such stockholder in any 
such co~poration have been included in the income upon which the 
corporat10n has _paid a duty, the~ the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
pay t_o the applicant the proportionate part which his share or shares 
contriJ?uted to such duty ; the in~ent beiJ;lg to exempt any person whose 
t~tal mcome, compu~ed as her~m provided, is not more than $5 000 
from the payment d1rectly or mdirectly of an income duty· and' the 
Secre.t~i·y ~~ the Treasury is ~xpressly autharized to establish such rules 
and re.,,ulaLions1 and ~o prov1de such forms, as will enable such persons 
t<? present their claim~ and r~ceive their reimbursement with least 
_d1fficulty and delay consistent with the due administration of the law. 

It shall be_ the duty of all pei'!!ons of lawful age having an income of 
more ~ban $0,000 for the precedmg year, computed on the basis herein 
prescribe?, to ·make and render a I_ist or return, on or before the second 
:iu;onday m March of .ev~ry year, m such form and manner as may be 
directed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the S~cr~taqr of t?e 'l'reasury? to the collector or a deputy collector of 
the ~istnct m whicb they res1de, of the amount ot their gains profits 
a~d. mcoffie as aforesaid ; . and all guardians and trustees, executors, ad: 
mm1strat~rs, agent~. receivers, and all persons or corporations acting in 
a.n_y fiduciary capaCJ ty, shall make and render a list or return, as afore
said, to the collecto!-' or a ~eputy collector of the district in which such 
per~on or corporation actmg .in a fiduciary capacity resides or does 
busmess. of the nmount of gains, profits, and income of any minor or 
person for w_hom they act, l>ut persons having less than S5,000 income 
are not reqmred to make such report; and the collector or deputy col
lector shall require every list or return to be verified by the oath 01· 
afflxmation of the party rendering it, and may increase the amount of 
any !1st or return if he has reason to believe that the same is under
stated ; and in case any such person having a taxable income shall neg
lect er refuse to make and render such list or return, or shall render a 
willfully false or fraudulent list or return, it shall be the duty of the 
collector or deputy collector to make such list according to the· best in
formation he can obtain, by the examination of such person or any 

other evidence, and to add 50 per cent as a penalty to the amount of the 
tax due on such list in all cases of willful neglect o.r refusal to make 
and render a list . or return ; and in all cases of a willfully false or 
fraudulent list or return having been rendered to add 100 per cent as a 
penalty to the amount of tax ascertained to be · due, the tax and the 
additions thereto as a penalty to be assessed and collected in the man
ner provided for in other cases of willful neglect or refusal. to render a 
list or return, or of rendering a false or fraudulent return: Pt·ovided, 
That. any person or corporation, in hls, her, or its own behalf or a such 
fiduciary, shall be permitted to declare, under oath or affirmation. the 
form and manner of which shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that h~, she, or his or her or its ward or beneficiary was not possessed 
of an mcome of $5,000 liable to be assessed according to the provisions 
of thls act; or may declare that he, she, or it, or hls, her, or its ward or 
beneficiary has been assessed and has paid an income tax elsewhere in 
the. same _year, under authority of the United States, upon all his, her, 
9r its gams, I?rofits, and incom~, ~nd upon all the gains, profits, and 
mcome for which ·he, she, or it is liable as such fiduciary, as prescribed 
by law; and if the collector or deputy collector shall be satisfied of the 
truth of the declaration, such person or corporation shall thereupon be 
exempt from income tax in the said district for that year; or if the list 
or return ?f any person or corporation, company, or association shall 
have been mcreased by the collector or deputy collector, such person or 
corporation, company, or association may be permitted to prove the 
amount of gains, profits. and income liable to be assessed ; but i::uch 
proof shall not be considered as conclusive of the facts, and no deduc
tions claimed in such cases shall be made or allowed until approved by 
the collector or deputy collector. Any person or company, corporation 
or association dissatisfied with the decision of the deputy collector ill 
such cases may appeal to the collector of the district, and his decision 
thereon, unless reversed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall 
be final. If dissatisfi2d with the decision of the collector, such person or 
corporation, company, or association may submit the case, with all the 
papers, to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his decision, and 
may furnish the testimony of witnesses to prove any relevant facts 
having served notice to that effect upon the Commissioner of Internai 
Revenue as herein prescribed. Such notice shall state the time and 
place at which, and the officer before whom, the testimony will be 
taken ; the name, age, residence, and business of the proposed witness, 
with the questions to be propounded to the witness, or a brief statement 
of the substance of the testimony he is expected to give : Pro'l:idcd, That 
the Government may at the same time and place take testimony upon 
like notice to rebut the testimony of the witnesses examined by the 
person taxed. The notice shall be delivered or mailed to the Commis · 
sioner of Internal Revenue 15 days previous to the day fixed for taking 
the testimony, in which to give, should he so desire, instructions as to 
the cross-examination of the proposed witness. Whenever practicable, 
the affidavit or deposition shall be taken before a collector or denutv 
collector of internal revenue, in which case reasonable notice shail be 
given to the collector or deputy collector of the time fixed for takin~ the 
deposition or affidavit : Pro-r;ided ftirthc;·, That no penalty shall be as
ses ed upon any person or corporation, company, ot· association for such 
neglect or refusal or for making or rendering a willfully fali.::e or fraudu
lent return, except after reasonable notice of the time and place of bear
ing, to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, so as to 
give the person charged an opportunity to be heard. 

Every corporation, company, or association doin~ business for profit 
in the United States shall make and render to the collector of the 
collection district in which it bas its principal office, or if it has no 
principal office then in which it is transacting business. on or before 
the second Monday in March in every year, a full return, verified by 
oath or affirmation, in such form as the Commissioner of Internal Reve
nue may prescribe, of all the following matters fot· the whole calendar 
year next preceding the date of such return : 

First. The gross profits of such corporation, cornp!lny, or assocLtion, 
from all kinds of business of every name and nature. 

Second. The expenses of such corporation, company, or association, 
exclusive of interest, annuities, and dividends. 

Third. The amount paid on account of interest, annuities, and diYl
dends, stated separately. 

Fourth. The amount paid in salaries, with a list of all office1·s, em
ployees, and persons receivin~ more than $5,000 per annum, stating the 
name and address of such officers, employees, and persons. 

Fifth . The net profits of such corP.oration, company, or association, 
without allowance for · interest, annuities, or dividends. 

And any corporation, company, or association failing to comply with 
the requirements of this section shall forfeit as a penalty the sum of 

1,000 and 2 per cent on the amount of taxes due, for each month 
until the same is paid, the payment of said penalty to be enforced as 
provided in other cases of neglect and refusal to make return of taxes 
under the internal-revenue laws. 

The taxes herein provided for shall be assessed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue and collected and paid upon the gains, profits, and 
income for the year ending the 31st of December next preceding the 
time for levying, collecting, and paying said tax ; shall be due and pay
able on or before the 1st day of July in each year ; and to any sum or 
sums annually due and unpaid after the 1st day of July as aforesaid, 
and for 10 days after notice and demand thereof by the collectot·, there 
shall be added the sum of 5 per cent on the amount of taxes unpaid, 
and interest at the rate of 1 per cent per month upon said tax from 
tte time the same becomes due, as a penalty, except frnm the estates of• 
deceased, insane, or insolvent persons. 

Any nonresident may receive the benefit of the exemptions hereinbe
fore provided for by filing with the deputy collector of any district a 

"true list of all his property and sources of income in the United States 
and complying with the provi ions of section - of this act us if a 
resident. In computing income he shall include all income from every 
source, but unless L~ be a citizen of the United States he shall only 
pay on that part of the income which is derived from any source in 
the United States. In case such nonresident fails to file such state
ment, the collector of each district shall collect the tax on the income 
derived from property situated in his district subject to income tax, 
making no allowance for exemptions, and all property belonging to such 
nonresi~~nt shall be liable to distraint for tax: Prn-r;ided, That nonresi
dent corporations shall be subject to the same laws as to tax as resi
dent corporations, i.>.nd the collection of the tax shall be made in the 
same manner as provided· for collection of taxes against nonresident 
persons. 

It shall be the d11ty of every collector of internal revenue, to whom 
any payment of any taxes is made under the provisions of this act, to 
give to the person malting such payment a full written or printed 
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receipt, expressing the amount paid and the particular account for 
which such payment was made; · and whenever such payment is made 
such collector shall, if required, give a separate receipt for each tax 
paid by any debtor, on account of payments made to or to be made by 
him to separate creditors in such form that such debtor can conveniently 
produce the same separately to his several creditors in satisf!lction of 
their respective demands to the amounts specified in such receipts; and 
such receipts shall be sufficient evidence in favor of such debtor to 
justify him in withholding the amount therein expressed from his next 
payment to his creditor ; but such creditor may, upon giving to his 
debtor a full wrHten receipt, acknowledging the payment to him of 
whatever sum may be actually paid, and accei;>tlng the am~mnt ?f tax 
paid as aforesaid (specifying the same) as a further sat1sfact10n of 
the debt to that amount, require the surrender to him of such col
lector's receipt. 

Sections 3167, 3172, 3173, and 3176 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States as amended are .hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

" SEC. 3167. It shall be unlawful for any collector, deputy collector, 
agent, clerk, or other officer or employee of the United States to divulge 
or to make known in any manner whatever not provided by law to any 
person the operations, style of work or apparatus of any manufacturer 
or producer visited by him in the discharge of --his official duties, or the 
amount or source of income, profits, losses, expenditures, or any par
ticular thereof, set forth or disclosed in a.ny income return by a.ny per
son or corporation, or to permit any income return or copy thereof or 
any book containing any abstract or particulars thereof, to ba seen or 
examined by any person except as provided by law; and it shall be 
unlawful for any person to print or publish in any manner whatever 
not provided by law, any income return or any part thereof or the 
amount or source of income, profits, losses1 or expenditures appearing 
in any income return; and any o!Iense agamst the foregoing provision 
shall be a misdemeanor and be punished· by a fine not exceeding $1,000 
or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or both, at the discretion 
of the court; and if the offender be an officer or employee of the United 
States he shall be dismissed from office and be incapable thereafter of 
holding any office under the Government. 

" SEC. 3172. Every collector shall, from time to· time, cause his 
deputies to proceed through every part of his. district and inqu!re after 
and concerning all persons therein who are liable to pay any mternal
revenue tax, and all persons owning or having the care and manage
ment of any objects liable to pay any tax, and to make a list of such 
persons and enumerate said objects. 

" SEC. 3173. It shall be the duty of any person, partnership, firm, 
association, or corporation made liable to any duty, special tax, or 
other tax imposed by law, when not otherwise provided for, in case 
of a special tax, on or before the 31st day of July in each year, in case 
of income tax on or before the first Monday of March in each year, and 
in other cases before the day on which the taxes accrue to make a list 
or return verified by o~th or affirmation, to the collector or a deputy 
collector of the district where located, of the articles or obj,ects, includ
ing the amount of annual income, charged with a duty or tax, the 
quantity of goods, wares, and merchandise made or sold, and charged 
with a tax, the several rates and aggregate amount, according to the 
forms and regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, for which 
such person, partnership, firm, association, or corporation is liable: 
Provided, That if any person liable to pay any duty or tax, or owning, 
possessing, or having the care or management of property, goods, wares, 
and merchandise, articles, or objects liable to pay any duty, tax, or 
license, shall fail to make and exhibit a Ust or return required by 
law but shall consent to disclose the particulars of any and all the 
property, goods, wares, and merchandise, articles. and objects liable to 
pay any duty or tax, or any business or occupation liable to pay any 
tax as aforesaid, then, and in that case, it shall be the duty of the 
collector or deputy collector to make such list or return, which, 
being distinctly read, consented to, and signed and verified by oath or 
affirmation by the person so owning, possessing, or having the care 
and management as aforesaid, may be received as the list of such 
person : Provided further, That in case no annual list or return has 
been rendered by such person to the collector or deputy collector as 
required b;r law, and the person shall be absent from his or her resi
dence or ).'.!'lace pf business at the time the collector or a deputy col
lector shall call for the annual list or return, it shall be the duty of 
such collector or deputy collector to leave at suc.b place of residence 
or business, with some one of suitable age and discretion, if such be 
present, otherwise to deposit in the nearest post office a note or memo
randum addressed to such person, requiring him or her to render to 
such collector or deputy collector the list or return required by law, 
within 10 days from the date of such note or memorandum, verified 
by oath or affirmation. And if any person on being notified or re
quired as aforesaid shall refuse or neglect to render such list or 
return within the time required as aforesaid or whenever any person 
who is required to deliver a monthly or other return of objects subject 
to tax fails to do so at the time required, or de!ivers any return which, 
in the opinion of the collector, is false or fraudulent, or contains any 
undervaluation or understatement, it shall be lawful for the collector 
to summon such person, or any other person having possession, cus
tody, or care of books of account containing entries relating to the 
business of such per ·on, c.r any other person he may deem proper, to 
appear befure him and produce such books, at a time and place named 
in the summons, · and to give testimony or answer interrogatories. under 
oath, respecting any objects liable f.o tax or the returns thereof. The 
collector may summon any person residing or found within the State 
in which his district lies ; and when the person intended to be sum
moned does not reside and can not be found within such State, be may 
enter any collection district whei:e such person may be found, and there 
make the examination herein authol"ized. And -to this end be may there 
exercise all the authority which he might lawfully exercise in the 
district for which he was commissioned. 

" SEc. 317G. When any person, corporation, company, or association 
refuses or neglects to render any return or list required by law, or 
renders n. false or fraudulent return or list, the collector or any deputy 
collector shall make, according to the best information which he can 
obtnin, including that derived from the evidence elicited by the exam
ination of the collector, and on his own view and information, such list 
or return, according to tbe form prescribed, of the income, property 
and objects liable to tax owned or possessed or under the care or man: 
ngement of such person, or corporation, company, or association; and 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall assess all taxes not paid by 
stamps, including the amount, if any, due for special tax, income or 
other tax, and in case of any return of a false or fraudulent list or 
valuation intentionally he shall add 100 per cent to such tax; and in 
case of a refusal or neglect, except in cases of sickness or absence to 
make a list or return, or to verify the same as aforesaid, he s.hall add 

50 per cent to such tax. In case of neglect occasioned by sickness or 
absence as aforesaid the collector may allow such furtoer time for mak
ing and delivering such list or return as he may deem necessary, not 
exceeding 30 days. The amount so added to the tax shall be collected 
at the same time and in the same manner as the tax unless the neglect 
or falsity is discovered aiter the tax has been paid, in wbich case the 
amount so added shall be collected in the sn.me manner as the tax; and 
the list or return so made and subscribed by such collector or deputy 
collector shall be held prima facie good and sufficient for all legal pur
poses." 

Mr. CL.APP. I desire to ask the Senator from Idaho if the 
proposed amendment which he has just offered relates to the 
corporation tax? • · 

Mr. BORAH. It relates to the excise bill, which is an ex
tension of the corporation tax .. 

Mr. OLA.PP. Yes. Is it designed to repeal the exemption of 
holding companies from the payment of taxes under the old 
corporation-tax law? 

l\lr. BORAH. No. 
Mr. CLAPP. Then I desire to offer an amendment to the 

same bill, which I ask may be printed and lie on the table. I 
also desire to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 

The amendment is as follows : 
Amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. CLAPP to the bill (H. n. 

21214) to extend the special excise tax now levied with respect to 
doing business by corporations to persons, a.nd to provide revenue for 
the Government by levying a special excise tax with respect to doing 
business by individuals and copartnerships, viz : 
The act approved August 5, 1909, entitled "An act to provide revenue, 

equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes," is hereby amended by striking out the words " ex
clusive of amounts received by it as dividends upon stock of other 
corporations, joint-stock companies, or associations, or insurance com
panies, subject to the tax hereby imposed " where they occur in section 
38 of said act; also by striking out of said section 38 of said act the 
words "(fifth) all amounts received by . it within the year as dividends 
upon stock of other corporations, joint-stock companies, or associations, 
or insurance companies, subject to the tax hereby imposed " wherever 
they occur in the second paragraph of said section 38 of said act ; also 
by striking out of said section 38 of said act the words " also the 
amount received by such corporations, joint-stock companies, or asso
ciations, or insurance companies within the year by way of dividends 
upon stock of other corporations, joint-stock companies, or associations, 
or insurance companies, subject to the tax imposed by this section " -
where they occur in the third paragraph of said section 38 of said act. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY FOR ALASKA. 

l\Ir. SMITH of l\fichigan. I ask unanimous consent to call 
from the calendar the bill (H. R. 38) to create a legislative 
assembly in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power 
thereon, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which has been reported 
from the Committee on Territories with amendments. 

l\Ir. SUITH of Michigan. This is the Alaska civil-govern
ment bill. I do not know that ie requires any special elucida
tion on my part. It is appropriate, has been long delayed, and 
should pass the Senate promptly. 

l\lr. CULLOU. It should be read, at any rate. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will ask that it be read. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Miclil~ 

gan ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with 
and that the bill be read for amendment, the committee amend
ments to be first considered? 

Ur. SMITH of Michigan. I do. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 

hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. CL.APP. While it is true that the bill has been before 

the Senate for some time, I think I ought to suggest to the 
Senator from Michigan that he have the entire bill read . . It 
will probably save a great deal of discussion. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Very well. I yield to the ·sugges
tion of the Senator from Minnesota, and ask that the bill be 
read in its entirety. 

Mr. CULLOM. Read it in full. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan 

demands the reading of the bill in full. The Secretary will read 
the bill in full. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I ask that the amendments of the 

committee may be read by the Secretary, and adopted. 
.Mr. BORAH. The request of the Senator from Michigan is 

simply that the Senate concur in the amendment reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 
Mr. BORAH. That does not include, as I understand, nny 

material matter in section n. No amendments to that section 
are, I understand, printed in the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of .Michigan. That section will be reached in 
order, I will say to the Senator from Idaho. 



9536 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-.SENATE. JULY 24'~ 

Mr. BORAH. .After the committee amendments are disposed 
of, then there will be an opportunity to otl'er amendments. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the· Senator from Michigan that 
the amendments be taken up in their order and acted upon 
separately. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am just asking that that course 
l;>e taken, and will gladly meet the wishes of my honored friend 
from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan 
asks that the bill be considered for amendpient, the committee 
amendments to be first considered. Without objection, that 
course will be taken. The Secretary will report the first com
mittee amendment. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, page 2, line 16, to 
strike out " game and fish " and insert "game, fish, and fur
seal," so as to read: 

Prov ided, That the authority herein ~anted to the legislature to 
alter, amend, modify, and repeal laws m force in Alaska shall not 
extend to the customs, internal-revenue, postal, or other ~eneral laws 
of the United States or to the game, fl.sh, and fur-seal 1aws of the 
United States applicable to Alaska. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 17, after the word 

"Alaska," to insert : 
Or to the laws of the United States providing for taxes on business 

and trade, or to the act entitled "An act to provide for the construction 
and maintenance of roads, the establishment and maintenance of 
schools, and the care and support of insane persons in the District of 
Alaska, and for other purposes," approved January 27, 1905, and the 
several acts amendatory thereof. 

The n.mendment was agreed to. 
The next n.mendment was, in section 4, page 3, line· 5, after 

the article "a," to insert "legislative assembly, to be hereafter 
called the"; in line 7, after the article" a," to strike out" senate 
and a " ; in the same line, after " representatives," to strike out 
"The senate shall consist of eight members, two from each of 
the four judicial divisions into which Alaska is now divided by 
act of Congress. each of whom shall have at the time of his elec
tion the qualifications of an elector in Alaska, and shall have 
been a resident and an inhabitant in the division from which 
he is elected for at least two years prior to the date of his 
election. The term of office of each member of the senate shall 
be four years: Provided, That immediately after they shall be 
assembled in consequence of the first election they shall, by lot 
or drawing, be divided in each division into two classes; the 
seats of the members of the first class shall be vacated at the 
end of two years and the seats of the members of the second 
class shall be vacated at the end of four years, so that one 
member of the senate shall, after the first election, be elected 
biennially at the regular election from each division. The house 
of representatives shall consist" and insert " composed " ; on 
page 4, line 2, after the word "years," to strike out "and each 
person shall possess the sam~ qualifications as prescribed for 
members of the senate. The" and insert " each of whom shall 
have at the time of his election the qualifications of an elector 
in Alaska and shall have been an actual resident and inhabitant 
in the division from which he is elected for at least two years 
prior to the time of his election, and the four " ; in line 8, 
after the word " persons," to strike out " having " and insert 
" receiving" ; in line 9, after the word " votes," to strike out 
"in each of said senate districts for members of the senate 
shall be declared elected, and the persons having the highest 
number of legal votes for the house of representatives " and in
sert " for such office in each of said judicial divisions" ; in 
line 13, after the word " be," to strike out " declared " and insert 
" deemed " ; in the same line, after the word " elected," to strike 
out '. ' Provided, That in case two or more persons voted for 
have an equal number of votes, and in " ; in line 15, before the 
words " a vacancy," insert " In case of" ; in the same line, 
a,fter "vacancy,'' to strike out "otherwise occurs in either 
branch of the legislature"; in line 16, after "order," to strike 
out "a new" and insert "an"; in line 17, after "election," to 
insert "to fill such vacancy, giving due and proper notice 
thereof " ; in line 18, after " member," to strike out " of the leg
islati"rn assembly,,; in line 20, after "while," to strike out "the 
legislati've assembly is"; and in line 2-3, after "route," to strike 
out " and no more," so as to make the section read :· 

SEC. 4. The legislature: That the legislative power and authority of 
said Territory shall be vested in a legislative assembly, to be hereafter 
called the legislature, which shall consist of a house of representatives, 
composed of 16 members, 4 from each of the 4 judicial divisions into 
which Alaska is now divided by act of Congress. The term of office of 
ejtch representative shall be for two years, each of whom shall have at 
tJ;J.e time of his election the qualifications of an elector in Alaska and 
shall have been an actual resident and inhabitant in the division from 
which he is elected for at least two· years prior to the time of his elec· 
tion, and thP. 4 persons receiving the highest number cf legal votes 
for such office in each of said judicial divisions shall be deemed elected. 
In case of a vacancy the governor shall order an election to fill such 
vacancy, giving due and proper notice thereof. That each member 

shall be paid by the United States the sum of $15 per day for each 
day's attendance while in session, and mileaget in addltion, at the rate 
of 15 cents per mile for each mile from his uome to the capital and 
return by the nearest traveled route. 

Mr. BORA.II. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill for some information. I understand the bill 
provides for a legislature composed of 16 members. 

. ~Ir. SM~TH of ~ichigan. We ha\e struck out the House pro
v1s10n, which provided for two chambers, and provided a single 
chamber, which shall .be denominated the legislature. 

Mr. BORAH. Simply one body? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. One chamber. 
Mr. BORAH. How are the members of that body to be 

elected? 
l\fr. SMITH of Michigan. By direct vote of the people of 

Alaska. They are to be elected in the same manner as the 
Delegate in Congress. 

Mr. BORAH. The )egislature is to be composed of 16 mem-
bers, 4 from each judicial division? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 
Mr. BORAH. .And they are to be elected by the people? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They are. 
Mr. BORAH. I heard a statement read about $15 a day. 

Is that to be the pay of members of the legislature? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. The regular session is lim

ited, however, to 60 days and special sessions to 15 days. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from 

Michigan whether he does not Ulink it would be better to sub
stitute for the per diem an allowance for the session? As I 
understand it, this legislature is limited in its regular session 
to 60 days and in its special session to 15 days. If then the 
legislature is in session throughout the entire 60 day's the 'total 
compensation of each legislator would be about $900, and for 
each special session of 15 days the total compensation would be 
$225. 

My observation with reference to the legislature is that where 
a per diem is given the legislature is likely to sit throughout 
the entire period, and often unnecessarily. It is desirable that 
ample compensation should be given to the leglslators, for in, a, 
Territory such as Alaska the expenses of the election are very 
large. In many of the States a single. legislator will spend in 
the expenses of the election the entire sum that he receives dur
ing the session. 

It seems to me that they ought to have the stimulus and the 
advantage of the knowledge that if the public business can be 
transacted in a less period than 60 days it should be done, and we 
should encourage them in that direction without reducing their 
pay. Obviously, it would be unfair to put these men to the 
expense of an election and then expect them to remain in ses
sion only 15 or 20 days, with a limited per diem which would 
not reimburse them the expenses of their election. 

· It strikes me it would be a great deal better to fix the com· 
pensation of the regular session ·at $900, in the hope that they 
would get through it in half of the 60 days, and to make the 
compensation at the special session $225. I know that change 
has been made beneficially in a number of States of late yea rs. 

Mr. SMITH of•l\Iichigan. The committee, after giving the 
matter very careful thought, determined to limit the length 
of the regular session to 60 days and an extraordinary session 
to 15 days. We felt that a per diem for the time actually 
spent would be better than a gross sum. and that it would 
insure a more prompt attendance of members than if they 
should receive an annual salary regardless of attendance. At 
least this course can be tried, and if it does not work out 
satisfactorily it can be changed. What we are attempting 
to do is largely experimental and m~y call for further review, 
but for the present we feel that thlS plan can be tried with 
perfect propriety. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mich

igan yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. SMIT~ of Michigan. I do. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I lived in a Territory a great many years, 

and the sessions of the legislature were limited to 60 days; 
and the sessions of the legislature of the State which suc
ceeded the Territory were limited to 60 days. I think a limi
tation of 60 days upon a Territorial legislature gives a sufficient 
protection against any undue prolongation of a session. The 
fact is that 60 days is a short time for a State legislature 
or a Territorial legislature, particularly in Alaska, with the 
immense geographical extent and the variety of situations iu 
it, to transact the necessary business. 

A great many of its members come into the legislature for 
the first time, and not being familiar with legislative practice 
or procedure or rules, they are necessarily novices, and it takes 
half the 60 days for them to learn to do committee work and 
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to transact the business. I think, however, there is sufficient 
protection here in the limitation of 15 days for a special session 
and of 60 days for a regular session. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I believe, of course, in the limitation as to 
time prescribed in the bill. The only question is as to whether 
a Jump sum should be given or whether it should be a per diem 
compensation. I believe in a lump-sum payment. I believe you 
would encourage a better class of men to go to the legislature 
by making them feel assured that by going there and acting 
promptly in a businesslike way and dispatching the bus~ess 
they can get a way in less than 60 days, and at the same time 
receive a compensation that will cover the expenses of their 
election and justify them in running for the legislature. 

I know this change has been made in a number of legisla
tures· I can not specify them just now; but it has been made 
in th~ :Kew York Legislature, it has been made in the Virginia 
~gislature, and in others. In my own State of Nevada some of 
us have considered the advisability of -urging the substitution 
of a lump sum for a per diem in the hope that it would en
courage men of capacity and ability to go to the legislatt~re 
with the assurance that the time would not be unnecessarily 
taken up in a prolonged session. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the financi:;tl consideration has 
evidently weight in regard to the length of the session. Might 
not the payment of n lump sum lead to an early adjournment 
of the regular session and a failure to pass necessary laws so 
that a special session would be necessary? In that way they 
would get the compe~sation of the regular session and also 
compensatian for the special sessio!h 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not think 1t would lead to an un
necessarily early adjournment of the legislature. On the con
trary, I belie>e it would result in the expedition of the public 
business, and, abo•e all, it would encourage men to go to the 
legislature who would be willing to go there for 15 or 30 days 
with the assumption that during that time they could dispatch 
all the necessary business, but who would be unwilUng to go 
there for a · period of 60 days with the consciousness that they 
would be held by their associates in order to gain the necessary 
per diem. 

Mr. JONES. Will the Senator yield further? Does the Sena
tor think we should encourage too hasty a consideration of leg
islation by offering such inducements to cut the term down so 
short? It seems to me 60 days is a very reasonable limitation 
upon a legislative body--

Mr. NEWLANDS. I agree with the Senator. 
Mr. JONES (continuing). To pass upon matters that will 

come up in Alaska. So with the compensation fixed at $15 a 
day I am rather inclined to think it would secure better serv
ice than with the lump sum mentioned by the Senator, without 
encouraging haste in disposing of the legislation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am not disposed to press this sugges
tion in the form of an amendment against the views of the com
mittee. I simply made the suggestion. I am confident that the 
legislature ought to be encouraged to adjourn early instead of 
prolonging its sessions, provided it does the work; but I believe 
you wouH get a very much better class of men by giving them 
ample compensation for a term which they could make short or 
long as they chose than by absolutely compelling them to sit 
60 days in order to secure the compensation which the law 
entitles tt.em to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the election in November and 
the meeting of the legislature the first Monday of March do not 
seem to me to promise well for Alaska. The northern district 
of Alaska is so situated that it must rely upon the navigable 
streams for transportation and access to the capital. The 
Yukon RiYer closes up in September. The election would be 
held about two months after the navigable streams of Alaska 
were closed with ice. People in the northern disb.·ict of Alaska 
as a rule--that is, people who are able--aim to leave that 
country for the winter not later than September. So they would 
not conveniently be present in that district at the time the elec
tion was held. If an election was held in November it would 
necessarily follow that they must remain there unlli after the 
election, and then those elected as members of the legislature 
must reach the capital at Juneau pi.'ior to March. That is a 
closed season, between November and March, to a great deal of 
Alaska. There are only certain sections of it that are open 
during that time. 

It does not seem to me that the selection of the date of the 
election is wise nor is the date selected for the meeting of the 
legislature practicable at all. You are going to provide that the 
members elected must reach the capital and enter upon the per
formance of their duty and perform it within 60 days. Now, 
that would be from March to June. 

The ice on the Yukon very frequently does not break up until 
after June, and the question arises in my mind as to whether 
you would have any legislature at all unless they selected only 
members living in such places as would be exempt from the 
restrictions of navigation and travel. It would seem to me that 
the election should be in the open season and the meeting of the 
legislature as well in the open season. 

I think the election in Alaska should be after the breaking 
up of the ice in the rivers and the opening of the trails for 
travel. There are no roads to speak of. There are no rail
roads. It is very doubtful whether there could be assembled a 
legislature in March that would be representative of Alaska. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator from Idaho will 
permit me, the time for the election and the time for the as
sembling of the legislature was given very careful thought by 
the committee, and we reached the conclusion that Ute season 
of the year named in the bill would be the most propitious both 
for the election and for the assembling of the legislature, be
cause the roads and trails will all be open, and Juneau, the 
capital, is accessible from land and sea at that time. Over 
$2,000,000 have been spent on roads in Alaska. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Accessible by water? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; Juneau is an open port all the 

year and can be reached both by water and by land. This was 
one of the reasons for leaving the capital there. Some of us 
would have been glad to change it to Fairbanks or Seward, 
both more central but not as accessible. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would have to be shown some changed 
conditions that would justify me in believing that Juneau 
would be ayailable by any road or b.·ail at that season of the 
year. There is a certain class of hardy citizens who can take 
a dog team and traverse any part' of the country, but they are 
not the men who go to legislatures. They are the hardy 
frontiersmen, who would hardly be selected for the performance 
of those duties. The class of men equipped to perform the 
duties of a legislator would not undertake to make a trip from 
places like Circle City and some of those points in northern 
Alaska either in November or in March. 

I have been there in November. I know someth~g of the 
conditions that exist in Alaska in November. I have been there 
also during the summer months. I feel confident that during 
July, August, and early September the citizens of Alaska could 
assemble for the purpose of holding an election or for the pur
pose of attending a legislature, but I do not believe that during 
the month of November it would be safe to rely upon conditions 
of travel that would enable them to assemble. 

The worst ot all is March, the time fixed for the meeting of 
the legislature. Alaska is as completely a closed country in 
March to-day as it ever was. There have been no means of 
transportation developed in Alaska that make it more con>enient 
to travel to-day in March than 50 yea~ ago. I remember slight 
exceptions, which are not of sufficie:dt importance to be con
sidered in determining this matter. 

I have no doubt at all that the committee has to the extent 
of its ability and in the exercise of its best judgment arrived 
at the conclusions expressed in this bill, but why it should haYe 
selected the closed season for both the election and the meeting 
of the legislature is beyond my comprehension. If there were 
no other season, if there were no open season, then it .might be 
that they would be compelled to accept conditions, however 
burdensome or difficult they might be. 

I merely call attention to · this more for the purpose of call
ing for an expression of opinion from those having the bill in 
charge, that we may have some information as to the mental 
processes that ied to the conclusions expressed in the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, the committee, of 
course, was guided somewhat by the suggestion of the Terri
torial Delegate from Alaska upon that point. He said: 

The country is an frozen solid by the last of November, and you can 
travel everywhere. The trails are good, and in March the days are 
long, and you can travel from Nome, the most distant point, up the 
river by way of Fairbanks or cross over by Seward, and get to the 
capital very quickly. 

Senator BRISTOW asked: 
How are conditions in May when the time comes to adjourn? 
The Delegate replied: 
The rivers are open by the 10th of May, and you can travel by 

boat. There is no difficulty in traveling at that time. 

With that information before us we felt that there was noth
ing to do but acquiesce in . the period named. But this wbole 
matter is always under the control of Congress. Congress may 
change the date or even the capital at any time. '.rhere is not a 
provision in this proposed law that Congress may not alter or 
repeal at pleasure, including the time of voting, the qualifica-
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tions of electors, and the time of the meeting of the legislature. 
I should like to see this. plan tried. The Territory is entitled to 
this consideration at our hands. It has 64,356 people and is 
larger in population and area than any other Territory at the 
time it was organized, including Mississippi, Indiana, Michigan, 
Illnois, Mlssouri, Wisconsin, Oregon, Minnesota, Utah, Wash
ington, Dakota, Nevada, Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming, and its 
population is more dense per square mile than any of these 
States were when they were given Territorial government, while 
the white population of Alaska has increased from 2,186 in 1.880 
to 6~121 in 1890, and to 30,403 in 1900 and 36,3-47 in 1910. The 
judicial districts which constitute the unit or representative snl'>
division, from which the members of the legislature are to be 
chosen, contain 15,216 in the first judicial district, 12,361 in the
second, 20,073 in the third, and 16,711 in the fourth subdivision. 

Our Government paid to Russia $7,200,000 for Alaska in 1867, 
and have expended in appropriations since that date $28,608,674, 
or a total for this investment of $35,816,674, an.d in return this 
vast and unexplored empire has contributed to the tangible 
wealth of the Union nearly $200,000,000 in gold, nearly $10,.-
000,000 in copper, over' $51,000,000 in fur-seal skins, over $20,-
000,000 in other furs, nearly $150,000~000 in fishery products, 
and over $17,00-0,000 in revenue receipts and other products, all 
aggregating nearly $450~000,000. There is nothing comparable 
to this wonderful development in the history of any like terri
torial area in our country. While its vast resources still await 
the real touch of enterprise and opportunity, no one pretends 
to comprehend the extent of its coal and copper deposits, but 
future generations will draw upon it for manifold blessings. 

Commercially, .Alaska is closely related to our people and 
its trade flows through American channels. We do more busi
ness with the people of Alaska than we do with either Scot
land, Spain, Austria-Hungary, Switzerland, Denmark, Sweden 
and Norway, and ..other European States with whom we have 
treaties of commerce and amity, while the trade with this rich 
possession exceeds our trade with Ha wail, the Philippines, and 
Porto Rico~ and most of the South American Republics, aggre
gating annually more tha.n $56,000,000. To treat this depend
ency ungenerously would not be creditable to us as a Nation, 
while our solicitude will foster the American spirit and people 
this rich possession with hardy American pioneers :who will 
prove a source of strength in the development of its vast natu
ral resources, permanently extending the z:one of American 
influence and widening the markets for the products of Ameri
can genius. 

Mr. HEYBURN. ;I realize that we have go-t to try this out, 
and if we find it is not practicaMe or that the law fails in 
applieation, we will have to change it. The Delegate from 
Alaska is excellent authority in regard to these questions. Ile 
was the United States judge in Alaska for a number of years. 
He has traveled oYer it~enerally, and I would be inclined to 
accept his conclusions in regard to the matter, always applying 
such knowledge as I might have from other sources. 

Now, the Delegate from Alaska is a -very robust and hardy 
pioneer. He has made those trips behind dogs on sledges under 
conditions that, perhaps, not one member selected to the legis
lature out of twenty could endure. It is not probable that all 
the men sent to the legislature in Alaska will have the i:obust 
strength of the Delegate from Alaska. So. you will have to pay 
some attention to the selection of candidates for the legislature 
and their physical conditions, perhaps, more than to their other 
accomplishments. Sometimes the ice is out at the 10th of May, 
but I can readily recall occasions when it was not out for 30 
days after that time. 

I merely desired the RECORD to show that these questions re
ceiwd attention at the time of the enactment of the legislation. 

I came out of Alaska on one occasion certainly late in Novem
ber. It would ha·rn b-een very difficult for any but robust per
sons to make the trip at that time. The snow was several feet 
deep, ·and it was snowing every day and p,iling up. I do not 
know how much it continued to pile up after I left Alaska, but 
when I left there was snow enough on the ground to supply all 
of the United States. I think it stayed there tile following 
spring until some time in June. I do not think the river is 
open until considerably after the 1st of June. We are taking 
chances on the rooming of the legislature at the capital. I 
think if the suggestion made by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
NEWLA.NDs], that they might want to get away sooner, were 
put into practical operation you would find they would not be 
able to get away, perhaps, for a month or- six weeks after the 
adjournment, and some provision should be made for- provision
ing the members of the legislature until they could return to 
their h-0mes. 

I was just thin.king as the measure was being read that per
haps this legislature would be inspired with the brilliant idea 

of establishing a system of primary elections. The primary 
elections would necessarily come along during January and 
February, or else they would come along in tbe fall before the 
general election and after the rivers were closed. If they con
template multiplying elections in Alaska as they have been 
multiplying them in other parts of the United States, the people 
who took an interest in politics might count on spending all 
their time either going to or returning from a primary or a 
general election for the legislature. I think each of them would 
occupy abont one-third of the year. So we would have of neces
sity a cla s of men in Alaska whose sole and exclusive business 
it was to participate in the political affairs of that Territory. 
Probably that might work out very well. They might become 
accustomed to it and trained to it, and might eventually de
velop into wbat are sometimes called statesmen; that is, men 
who make a business of engaging in political affairs. We never 
know whether a man is a statesman or not unless he does. I 
have heard it suggested that the-r;e are in the great body of the 
people others who are capable of being statesmen, but the only 
way in which a statesman is really developed is by experience 
in the open field of political controversy. 

I have called attention to these matters in order that when 
after the first attempt to elect and convene a legislature, and 
to perform the dnties of such a body results in a failure of half 
the members to reach the place where the legislature meets or 
a failure of the citizenship to elect anybody to the legislnt~re 
because there is no one left in the country on account of it being 
a closed season, I shall after those conditions have developed 
and we are called upon to• change the time, I sup1'bse, as sug
gested by the Senator frvm llichigan, we can change the duties; 
but yon will have to provide for sending to the legislature very 
stalwart men if you expect them to reach the capital between the 
1st of December, which would be as early as they could gather 
their dogs and pack their sledges with pemmican and a few other 
things they might need to bring with them, and: the time the 
legislature meets. Alaska should have some local self-govern
ment, but it ought to be in the summer time. 

Mr. SMITH of l\fichigan. I ask for the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'I;he question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was in 

section 6, page 6, line 8, after the word .. governor," to in~ert 
"which shall set forth the object thereof and give at least 30 
days' written notice to each memb.er of said legislature"; in 
line 12, before the word "days," to strike out "30" and insert 
"15 " ; in line 13, after the word " session," to strike out .. not 

· longer than 30 ·~ and insert " for a period not exceeding 15 " ~ 
and in line 16, before the word "public,'' to strike out "grave,'~ 
so as to make the secti6n read : · 

SEC. 6. Convening and sessions of legislature: That the Legislatm·e 
of Alaska shall convene at the capitol at the city of Juneau Alaska, on 
the first Monday in M:ucb in the year 191::: and on the first Monday in 
March every two years thereafter; but the said legislature shllli not 
continue in session longer tha.n 60 days in any two yen.rs unless a"'llin 
con;venecl in extraordinary s.essi.~n by u proclamation of the gover'Dor, 
which shall set forth the obJect thereof and give at least 30 days' writ
ten notice to each member o.f suid legislature, and in such case shall 
!1-0t continue _in ~ession longer· than 15 days. The governor of Alaska 
lS' hereby uufuonzed to convene ihe legislature in extraordinary session 
for ~ period not ex.ceedi!lg 15 days when requested to do so by the 
President. of _the Umted States, or when any public danger or necessity 
may reqll.lre it. 

l\Ir. FALL. Mr. PTefildent, I should like to ask the Senator 
in charge of the bill if it is the intention, by section 6, to pro
vide for an unlimited number of extraordinary sessions of the 
legislature in Alaska, or is it the intention to limit the number 
to one extraordinary session in two years? 

M.r. Sl\IITH of 1\.Iichigan. Mr. President, the committee 
thought the time during which the legislature could sit on call 
of the governor should be limited to 15 days. 

l\1r. FALL. I think" the committee has carried that out all 
right, for, eTen though the legislature can be called in extraor
dinary session only once upon the initiatiYe of the governor, it 
can be called in session as many times as the President of the 
United States may see fit to call them. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Exactly. 
The PRESIDEl\'T' pro tempore. 'rhe question ii:f on agreeing 

to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 7, page 6, line 19, after 

the word "legislature," to strike out "shall convene under the 
law, the senate and house of representatives shall each" and 
insert "conTenes it shall"; in line 21, after the words "one 
of," to strike out " their number " and insert " its members" ; 
in line 22, after the word " designated," to strike out "in the 
case of the senate as 'president of the senate' and in the case 
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of the house of representatives"; in line 24, after the words 
"of the," to strike out "house of representatives" and insert 
"legisluture "; in line 25, after tbe word "ele~tion," to strike 
out " by each body of the " and insert " of the following " ; 
and, in line 26, after the word " officers," to strike out " pro
v i<led for the house of representatives in section 1861 of the 
United States Revised Statutes of 1878, and each of said subor
dinate officers shall receive the compensation provided in that 
section" and insert "One chief clerk, who shall 11eceive a com
pensation of $ per day, and of one assistant clerk, one en
rolling clerk, one engrossing clerk, one sergeant at arms, one 
doorkeeper, one messenger, and one watchman, who shall each 
receive a compensation of $5 per day during the sessions, and 
no charge for a greater number of officers and attendants, or 
any larger per diem, shall be allowed or paid by the Uni~ed 
·states to the Territory of Alaska," so as to make the section 
read: 

SEC. 7. Organization of the legislature: That when. the legislature 
convenes it shall organize by the election of one of its members as 
presiding officer, who shall be design~ted as " s~eaker of the legislatur':,'' 
and by tpe election of the followmg subordinate officers : One chief 
clerk. who shall receive a compensation of $8. per day, and of one 
assistant clerk, one enrolling clerk, one engrossmg clerk, one sergeant 
at arms, one doorkeeper, one messenger, and o~e watchma-':1, who shall 
each receive a compensation of $5 per day durmg the sessions, and no 
charge for a greater number of officers and attendants, or any larger 
per diem shall be allowed or paid by the United States to the Territory 
of Alaska : Pro,,;ided, That no person shall be employed fo.r 'Yhom salary, 
wages, or compensation is not provided in the appropriation maqe by 
Congress. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I should like to propose an 
amendment to that section by inserting after the word "clerks," 
in line 7, the words "one journal clerk." 

Mr. Sl\IlTH of Michigan. Mr. President, I trust the Senator 
will wait until after the committee amendments have been 
completed. 

JI.fr. ASHURST. Very well. 
JI.fr. JONES. I suggest to the ·Senator from Michigan that 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arizona is to an 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Michigan. If it is an amendment to a com
mittee amendment, it can be offered now. 

Mr. ASHURST. I think the distinguished Senator from 
Michigan will observe the necessity for a journal clerk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the 
Senator from Arizona to the amendment of the committee will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, _line 7, after the words " en
grossing clerk," it is proposed to amend the amendment of the 
committee by inserting " one journal clerk." 

1\fr. SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator from Arizona will 
permit me, we have followed the exact language of the statute 
with reference to the organization of the United States House 
of Representatives, and I think under the general power con
ferred they will have the right to select a journal clerk. 

Mr. ASHURST. These officials are to be paid for by the 
United States. I will simply say that when the Western States 
were Territories, before they were erected into States, they had 
journal clerks and they were found to be necessary. 

Mr. S IITH of Michigan. We have, as I have stated, fol
lowed the statute, and I am inclined to think that we ha·re 
provided enough places for the Legislature of Alaska. 

l\Ir. ASHURST. It is necessary that a record of the proceed
ings should be kept. The enrolling clerk can not do that. · 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The record can be kept by the 
clerk. 

Mr. ·ASHUilST. By what clerk? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. By the clerk of the legislature. 
1\fr. ASHURST. He will not have an opportunity to write 

out the journal. 
Mr. SMITH of l\lichlgan. An assistant clerk is provided, and 

it seems to me that is ample. 
Mr. ASHURST. My experience in legislatures throughout 

the West makes me feel that it is important to propose the 
amendment and to suggest to the Senate that a proper record 
should be kept, and that a journal clerk is necessary, because 
the chief clerk or his assistant and the enrolling and engross
ing clerks could hardly perform the work. 

Mr. S~HTH of Michigan. We all feel as the Senator from 
Arizona does, that a record should be kept; but we think the 
clerk and assistant clerk ought to be competent to do that 
work. We have followed the statute and we feel that we 
have gone as far as we ought to go. No such request has been 
made on the part of the Delegate from Alaska or anyone else. 
If they have not sufficient clerks to do that work of course 
that will have to be provided fo1· later. 

The PRESIDENT pro temvore. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Arizona to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on 

agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next -amendment was, in section 8, page 7, line lG, after 

the words "by the," to strike out "legislatile :tssembly" and 
insert "legislature"; in line 18, after the word "Alaska," to 
strike out " To a-v-oid improper influences which may result 
from intermixing in one and the same act such things as have 
no proper relation to each other, every"; in linl? 21, before the 
word' "law," to insert "No"; in the same line, after the word 
" embrace," to strike out " but" and insert " more than " ; in 
the same line, after the word " subject," to strike out " and 
that" and insert "which"; and in line 22, before the word 
" title," to strike out "the" and insert " its," so as to make 
the section read : 

SEC. 8. Enacting clause-Subject of act: That the e'l.acting clause of 
all laws passed by the legislature shall be "Be it ena~ted by the Legis
lature of the Territory of Alaska." No law shall embrace more tha.n 
one subject, which shall be expressed in its title. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 9, page 8, line 15, before 

the words "of business," to strike out "conducting" and in
sert "conduct"; and in line 23, after the word "association," 
to insert "but the authority embraced in this section shall only 
permit the organization of corporations or associations whose 
chief business shall be in the Territory of Alaska," so as to 
read: 

SEC. 9. Legislative power-Limitations: The legislative power of 
the Territory shall extend to all rightful subjects of legtslation not 
inconsistent with the Constitution and laws of the United States, but 
no Jaw shall be passed interfering with the primary disposal of the 
soil ; no tax shall be imposed upon the property of the United States; 
nor shall the lands or other property of nonresidents be taxed higher 
than the lands or other property of residents ; nor shall the legislature 
grant to any corporation, association, or individual any special or ex
clusive privilege, immunity, or franchise without the affirmative ap
proval of Congress ; nor shall the legislature pass local or special laws 
in any of the cases enumerated in the act of July 30, 1886; nor shall 
it grant private charters or special privileges, but it may, by general 
act, permit persons to associate themselves together as bodies corporate 
for manufacturing, / mining, agricultural, and other industrial pursuits, 
and for the conduct o.C business of insurance, savings banks, banks of 
discount and deposit (but not of issue), loans, trust, and guaranty 
associations, for the establishment and conduct of cemeteries, and for 
tbe construction and operation of railroads, wagon roads, vessels, and 
irrigating ditches, and the colonization and improvement of lands in 
connection therewith, or for colleges, seminaries, churches, libraries, or 
any other benevolent, charitable, or scientific association, but the au
thority embraced in this section shall only permit the organizntion of 
corporations or associations whose chief business shall be in the Terri
tory of Alaska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 8, page 10, line 15;before 

the word "indebtedness," to insert "authorized"; in the same 
line, after the word " indebtedness," to strike out "incurred, or 
warrants or other evidences of indebtedness issued " ; on prrge 
11, line 3, after the word " no," to strike oat " act" and insert 
" acts "; and in line 9, after the word "null," to strike out 
" utterly," so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That all authorized indebtedness shall be paid in the order 
of its creation; all taxes shall be uniform upon the same class of 
subjects and shall be levied and collected under general laws, and the 
assessments shall be according to the .actual value thereof. No tax 
shall be levied for ~'erritorial purposes i.n excess of 1 per cent upon the 
assessed valuation of property therein in any one year; nor shall any 
incorporated town or municipality levy any tax, for any purpose, in 
excess of 2 per cent of the assessed >aluation of property within the 
town in any one year : Pt·oi;ided, That the Congress reserves the exclu
sive power for five years from the date of the approval of this act to 
fix and impose any tax or taxes upon railways or railway property in 
Alaska, and no acts or laws passed by the Legislature of Alaska pro
viding for a county form of government therein shall have any force or 
effect until it shall be submitted to and approved by the affirmative 
action of Congress; and all laws passed, or attempted to be passed, by 
such legislature in said Territory inconsistent with the provisions of 
this section shall be null and void: Pmvided further, That nothing 
herein contained shall be held to abridge the right of the legislature to 
modify the qualifications of electors by extending the elective franchise 

· to women. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 10, page ll, line 15, be

fore the word "shall," to strike out "senate and house of rep
resentatives" and insert "legislature"; in the same line, after 
the word " shall," to strike out "each " ; in line 18, after the 
word "members," to strike out " of either house" ; in line 20, 
after the word " entered," to strike out "on" and insert 
" upon "; in line 21, before the word " members," to strike out 
"number of"; in line 22, before the word " shall," to strike out 
"to which euch house is entitled"; in the same line, after the 
word " quorum," to strike out " of such house " ; in line 23,' 
before the word "business," to strike out " ordinary "; in the 
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same line, after. the word "business,'' to strike out "of which 
quorum a majority -rote shall suffice" and insert "and no legis
lative act shall be yaJid unless -roted for by at least nine niem
bers " ; and on page 12, line 3, before the words ·• may provide," 
to strike out " each house" and insert " the legislature," so as 
to make the section read : 

SEC. 10. Rules, quorum, and majority : That the legislature shall 
choose its own officers, determine the rules of its own proceedings not 
'inconsistent with this act, and keep a journal of its proceedings ; that 
the ayes and noes of the members on any question sball, at tbe request 
of one·fifth of the members present, be entered up,m the journal; that 
a f'-1;tjority of the members shall constitute a quorum for the conduct of 
business, and no legislative act shall be valid unless voted for by at 
least nine members; that a- smaller number than a quorum may adjourn 
from day to day and compel the attendance of absent members in such 
manner and under tiuch penalties as the legislature may provide.; that 
for the purpose of nscertaining whether there is :i. quorum present the 
presiding ottker slrnll count and i"t:'port the actual number o! me!llbers 
present. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 12, page 12, line 19, 

after the word " functions," to strike out " in either house " ; 
in line 22, after the word "attendance," to strike out "at" and 
insert " upon " ; and in the same line, after the word " ses
sions," to strike out " of the respective houses" and insert 
" thereof," so as to make the section read : 

SEC. 12. Exemptions of legislators: That no member of the legisla
ture ~hall be held to answer hefore any other tribunal for any words 
uttered in the exerr.ise of bis legislative functions. That" the members 
of the le"'islature shall, in all cases except treason, felony, or breach 
of the p;ace be privileged from arrest during their attendance npon 
the sessions 'thereof, and in going to and returnin~ from the same : 
Pror;ided, That such privilege as to going and re~rmug shall not ~.ver 
a period of more than 10 days each way, except m the second div1s1on, 
when it shall extend to 20 days each way, and the fourth division to 15 
days each way. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 13, page 13, line 4, 

after the word " readings," to strike out " in each house " ; in 
line 5 after the word " which," to strike out " in each house" ; 
in lin~ 6, after the wo.rd "members," to strike out " to which 
such house is entitled" ; in line 8, after the words "by the," to 
strike out " house in which it originated or in which amend
ments thereto shall have originated" and insert "legislature"; 
in line 10 after the words "immediately be," to strike out "en
grossed " 'and insert " enrolled and " ; and in line 11, after the 
word " clerk," to strike out " and sent to the other house for 
consideration," so as to make the section -read: 

SEC. 13. Passage of laws: That a bill in order to b~come a law shall 
have three separate readings, the final passage of which shall be by a 
majority vote of all the members taken by ayes and noes, and entered 
upon its journal. That every bill, when passed by the legislature, shall 
immediately be enrolled and certified by the presiding ofiicer and the 
clerk. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 14, page 13, line 16, after 

the words " shall be," to strike out " certified by the presiding 
officers and clerks of both houses and shall thereupon be " ; 
in line 19, after the word "law," to insert "at the expiration 
of 90 days thereafter, unless sooner given effect by a two
thirds vote of said legislature"; on page 14, line 2, after the 
word " governor," to strike out " each house of" ; an~ in line 
7 after the word " members," to strike out " to which each 
h~use is entitled," so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 14. The veto power : That, except as herein provided, all bills 
passed by the legislature shall, in 01:der to be valid, be s.igned by the 
governor. That evei·y bill which shall have passed the leg1sl~tur~ shall 
be presented to the governor. If he approves it, he shall sign it and 
it shall become a law at the expiration of !)0 days thereafter, unless 
sooner given cil'ect by a two-thlrds vote of said le~isJa~ure .. If !he _gov
ernor does not approve such bill, be may return it, with his obJections, 
to the le<>islature. He may veto any specific item or items in any bill 
which appropriates money for specific purposes, but shall veto other 
bills if at all only as a whole. That upon the receipt of a veto mes
sage' from the governor the legislature shall enter the same at large 
upon its journal and proceed to reconsider such bill, or part of a b~ll, 
and ""'ain vote upon it by ayes and noes, which shall be entered upon its 
jour;~I If after such reconsideration, such bill or part of a bill shall 
be app;oved by a two-thirds vote of all the members it shall thereby 
become a law. 'l'bat if the governor neither s}gns i;ior vetoes a bill 
within three days (Sundays excepted) after It is delivered to him, it 
shall become a law without his signature, unless the legislature a_d-. 
journs sine die prior to the expiration of such three days. If any bill 
shall not be returned by the governor within three days (Sundays 
excepted) after it shall have been presented to him, the same shall be 
a law in like manner as if he had signed it, unless the legislature, by 
its adjournment, prevents the return of the bill, in which case it shall 
not be a law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 16, page 15, line 11, be

fore the word " resolutions," to strike out " joint" ; in line 15, 
after the word " make," to strike out " provision" and insert 
·• provisions" ; and in line lG, before the word " resolutions," 
to strike out " joint," so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 16. Laws transmitted to President and printed: That th~ gov
ernor of Alaska shall, within 90 days after the close of each session of 

• the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, transmit a correct copy of 

all the laws and resolutions passed by the said legislature, certified to 
by the secretary of the Territory, with the seal of the Territory at
tached, one copy to the President of the United States and one to the 
Secretary of State of the United States ; and the legislature shall make 
provisions for printing the session laws and resolutions within 90 davs 
after the close of each session and fo·r their distribution to public oili-
cials and sale to the people of t_he Territory. • 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 19, to insert 

as a new section the following: 
SEC. 17. Election of Delegates: That after the year 1912 the election 

for Delegate from the Territory of Alaska. provided by "An act provid
ing for the election of a Delegate to the House of Representatives from 
the Territory of Alaska," approved JI.lay 7, 190G, shall be held on the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday in November in the year 1914 and 
every second year thereafter on the said Tuesday next after the' first 
Monday in November, and all of the provisions of the aforesaid act 
shall continue to be in full force and elrect and shall apply to the said 
election in every respect a! is now provided for the election to be held 
in the month of August therein : Pro'l:idecl, That the time for holdin~ 
an election in said Territory for Delegate in Alaska to the House of 
Representatives to fill a vacancy, whether such vacancy is caused by 
fail~e to elect at. the time prescribed by law or by the death, resig
nation, or incapacity of a person elected, may be prescribed by an act 
passed by the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska: P1·ovidcd ftffther 
That when such election is held it shall be governed in every .respect by 
the laws passed by Congress governing such election. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 16, to insert 

as a new section the following : 
SEC. 18. Creating railroad commission : That an officer of the En!d

neer Corps of the United States Army, a geologist in charge of Alaska 
surveys, an officer in the Engineer Corps of the United States Navy, and 
a civil engineer who has had practical experience in railroad construc
tion and · bas not been connected with any ·railroad enterprise in said 
•.rerritory be appointed by the President as a commission hereby 
nnthorized and instructed to conduct nn examination into the transpor
tation question in the Territory of Alaska; to examine railroad rout~s 
from the seaboard to the coal fields nnd to the interior and navigable 
w~terway~ _; to ~ecure surveys and other information with respect to 
railroads, mcludmg cost of construction and -operation ; to obtain in
formation in respect to the coal fields and thefr proximity to railroad 
routes ; and to make report of the facts to Congress on or before the 
1st day of December, 1912, or a$ soon thereafter as may be practicable 
together with their conclusions and recommendations in respect to the 
best and most available routes for railroads in Alaska which will de
velop the country and the resources thereof. and the best system of 
constructing and operatin» railroads and coal mines in the said Terri
tory fo1· the use of the uovernment in naval and military operations 
and for the use of the people of the United States : Provided jtwthe1·, 
That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to defray the expenses of said commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Michigan desire the words in italics that are stricken out in 
that amendment to be left out? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; the word "and," in line 19, 
on page 16, is not necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an unusual thing. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 21, to in

sert as a new section the following: 
SEC. 19. That the Committee on Territories of the Senate and the 

Committee on the Territories of the House of Representatives are hereby 
authorized, empowered, and directed to jointly codify, compile, publish, 
and annotate all the laws of the United States apt'licable to the •.rerri
tory of Alaska, and said committees arc jointly authorized to employ 
such assistance as may be necessary for that purpose ; and the sum of 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri· 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
cover the expenses of said work, whicb shall be paid upon vouchers 
properly signed and approved by the chairmen of said committees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
Mr. JONES. After the word "laws," in line 17, page 2, I 

move to insert "and laws relating to fur-bearing animals." 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I hope that amendment will be 

adopted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendmant proposed by 

the Senator from Washington will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In section 3, page 2, line 17, after the word 

"laws," it is proposed to insert: 
And laws relating to fur-bearing animals. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
'.rhe amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 

be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 

RETRIAL OF MILITARY ACADEMY CADETS. 

Mr. SW ANSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate joint resolution 99. It has heretofor.!} 
been read and considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
as~ unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint 
resolution, the title of which will be stated. 

Tlie SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 99) authoriz
ing the President to reassemble the court-martial which on 
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ugust 16, 1D11, tried Ralph I. Sasse, Ellicott H. Freeland, 

Tattnall D. Simpkins, and James D. Christian, cadets of the 
Corps of Cadets of the United States Military Academy, and 
sentenced them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration · of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXPERIMENT STATION AT PLAINVIEW, TEX. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 7071. 

1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETABY. A bill (S. 7071) to establish an agricultural 
plant, shrub, fruit and ornamental tree, berry, and vegetable 
experimental station at or ri.ear the city of Plainview, Hale 
County, in the State of Texas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro
priate $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of 
any money in the Treasury arising from the sale of public lands, 
to establish an agricultural plant, shrub, fruit and ornamental 
tree, berry, and vegetable experimental station at or near the 
city of Plainview, Hale County, in the State of Texas; for the 
purchase of a suitable site and necessary farming land, to be 
selected by the Secretary of Agriculture; for the erectiop. of 
buildings and other improvements to adapt such site to the pur-

. pose of making it an experimental farm to demonstrate the 
character of plants, shrubs, and trees best adapted to the soil 
and climate of that section; and for the purchase of necessary 
stock, implements, and machinery for that purpose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MINING LAWS FOB ALASKA. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I am directed by the Committee on 
Territories, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 18033) to 
modify and amend the mining laws in their application to the 
Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes, to report it with
out amendment. I will state that it is a unanimous report by 
the committee. I ask unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the · report will be receh·ed. The bill will be read for the in
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 
Be ft enacted, etc., That no association placer-mining claim shall 

hereafter be located in Alaska in excess of 40 acres, and on every 
placer-mining claim hereafter located in Alaska, and until a patent has 
been issued therefor, not less than $100 worth of labor shall be per
formed or improvements made during each year, including the year of 
location, for each and every 20 acres or excess fraction thereof. 

SEC. 2. That no person shall hereafter locate any placer-mining claim 
in Alaska as attorney for another unless he is du)y authorized thereto 
by a power of attorney in writing, duly acknowledged and recorded in 
any recorder's office in the judicial division where the location is made. 
Any person so authorized may locate placer-mining cl~ims for not more 
than two individuals or one association under such power of attorney, 
but no such agent or attorney shall be authorized or permitted to 
locate more than two placer-mining claims for any one principal or 
association during any calendar month, and no placer-mining claim shall 
hereaffer be located in Alaska except under the limitations of this act.. 

SEC. 3. That no person shall hereafter locate, cau e or procure to be 
. located, for himself more than two placer-mining claims in any calendar 
month : Provided, That one or both of such locations may be included in 
an association claim. 

SEC. 4. That no placer-minin~ claim hereafter located in Alaska shall 
be patented which shall contam a greater .area than is fixed by law, 
nor which is longer than three times its greatest width. 

SEC. 5. That any placer-mining claim attempted to be located in viola
tion of this act shall be null and · void, and the whole area thereof may 
be located l>y any qualified locator as if no such prior attempt had been 
made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objecUon to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the- Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without s.mendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS OF INJURED GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES • . 

. Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill 24121, which includ6s several per
sonal-injury claims where unfortunate families in distress are 
dependent upon the action of the Senate. I think there will be 
no opposition to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Dakota asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 24121) to pay certain em
ployees of the Government for injuries received while in the 
discharge of their duties, and other claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with amendments. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read as follows : 
Be it en.acted, etc., That $61,555.74 be, and the same is hereby, appro

priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to pay certain employees of the United States Government for personal 
injuries received while in the discharge of their duties, without any 
fault on their part, and to pay certain other claims arising under the 
various departments of the United States Government as hereinafter 
stated, the same being in full, the receipt of the same - to be taken in 
each case as full and final release and discharge of the respective 
claims, namely. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. ;I.'he committee instruct me to offer an 
amendment, on page 1, in line 3, reducing the ·amount from 
$61,554.74 to $20,981.38. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed 
by the Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 3, after the word "That," it 
is proposed to strike out" $61,555.74" and to insert" $20,981.38."· 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 5, after the word 

" thousand," to strike out " five hundred," so as to make the 
clause read: 

To pay $1,000 to Alice M. Burrows, widow of Leslie Burrows, late 
rural mail carrie= on route No. 2, Coal Run, Ohio, who lost his life in 
discharge of his duty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 17, to strike 

out: 
To- pay $21750 to Oscar F. Lackey, for injuries received while in the 

employ of tne Isthmian Canal Commission as assistant engineer in 
construction of the Panama Canal on, November 21, 1905. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 23, before the word 

"thousand," to strike out "one" and insert "two," and in the 
same line, after the word " thousand," to strike out "two " and 
insert 'frre," so as to make the clause read: 

. To pay $2,500 to Pedro Sanches, as compensation for the loss of 
both hands, which were blown oft'. by a premature explosion of dyna
mite in Culel>ra Cut, Canal Zone, on March 16, 1908. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, line 9, before the word 

"five," to strike out "one thousand," and in line 10, after the 
word "injuries," to strike out " .and the loss of a leg " arid in
sert " sustained," so as to make the clause read: 

To pay $500 to Benjamin Demorest, for personal injuries sustained 
while employed on the United States lighthouse tender Oleander, on 
the Mississippi River. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 12, to strike 

out the following clause: 
To pay $1,200 to J"ohn H. Rheinlander, an employee of the Govern

ment in the Quartermaster's Department., United States Army, St. 
Louis, Mo., for permanent lameness and other injuries received in line 
of duty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 11, to strike 

out the remainder of the bill, as follows: 
To pay $165 to Stanley J .. Morrow, for certain property approprhted 

to the use of the United States Army at Fort Custer, Dak., ·in the year 
18 0. 

To pay $26,538 to the legal representatives of James H. Dennis, this 
amount having been found due said ;fames II. Dennis by the Court of 
Claims. 

To pay $4,581.24 to Herbert 0. Dunn, said amount having been found 
due him by the Court of Clai~s, as set forth in Senate Document No. 
245, second session, Fifty-ninth Congress. · 

To pay $164.47 to the legal representatives of Peter Deel, for cany
lng mail on route No. 7487, State of Mississippi, said amount standing 
to his credit in the office of the Auditor for the Post Office Department. 

To pay $1,000 to J. N. Whittaker, of Richmond, Va., for service r~m
dered by him to the Un1t!!d States in March, 1904, and June, 1906, in 
the matter of acquiring title by the United States to land necessary for 
the improvement of the Appomattox River, Va. 

To pay $21 to W. H. Carter, of Wilkes County, N. C., in full . com
pensation for services and expenses incurred as brandy gauger daring 
December, 1897. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. Mr. President, everything was stricken 

out of this bill except personal-injury claims. I move, therefore, 
at the end of line 8, on the first page, after the word " rart," 
that a period be inserted instead of the comma, and that aiter 
the word " part," in the same line, the following words be 
stricken out ; 

And to pay certain .other Claims arsing under the various departments 
of the United States Government as hereinafter stated. · 
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Tlie SECRETARY. On page 1, line 8, strike out the comma at 
the end of the line and insert a period. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
. The PRESIDE,._ TT pro tempore. What dpe~ the Senator pro
pose to do with the next line? 

Mr. CR.A WFOilD. To strike it out. 
The SECRETARY. And it is proposed to strike out, beginning 

in line 9,_ the following: 
And to pay <;erta in other claims arising under the various depart

ments of the -United States Government as hereinafter stated. 
· The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDE...~'l' pro tempore. The Chair calls the atten
tion of the Senator from South Dakota to the period after the 
word ' rm.rt " in line 8. 

Mr. CilA WFORD. I think that should be a semicolon. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would be better. 
Th-e amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 

to be read a third time. 
· The bill was read the third time and passed. 

- DESERTIONS FROM THE ARMY AND NAVY. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I ask unanbnous .consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. n. 17483) amending section 1998 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to authorize 
the President, in certain cases, to mitigate or remit the loss of 
rights of citizenship imposed by law upon deserters from the 
military or naval service. -

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded fo consider the bill. 

The bill -had been reported from the Committee on 1\Ii:titary 
Afl'afrs with an amendment, on page 2, line 13, after the word 
" interests," to insert n colon and the following proviso : 

A.ml pro1rided f1wthe1·, That the provisions of section 1118 of the Re
vised Statutes. of the United States that no deserter from the military 
service of the United States shall be enlisted or mustered into the 
milit a ry ervice, and the provisions· of section 2 o the act of Congrei:>s 
approved August · 1, 1894, entitled "An act to regulate enlistme!lts in 
t he Army ot' the United States," shall not be construed to p-rech1tle the 
r eenlistment . or mG.ster into the Army of any person who bas deserted, 
or may hereafter de ert, from the military service of the United States 
lo time of peace, or of any soldier wbo~e service durln~ bis last pre
cedin" term of- enlistment has not been honest and faltnful, whenever 
the re~11listment or muster i11to the military service of such person or 
soldier shall, in view of the good conduct of such person or soldier 
flnbst'quent to such· desertion or service, be authorized by the Secretary 
of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to offer an amendment, to be known 

as section 2, which I send to ·the desk. It simply makes the 
proti~ions of the bill applicable to the ·Navy as well as the Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section the 
following: 

S EC. 2. That section 1420 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the 
acts of Congress approved May 12, 1879, and February 23, 1881, be, 
and the same is hereby, a.mended to read as follows: 

" SEC. 1420. No minoL' under the age of 14 years, no insane or intoxi
cated person, and no person who has deserted in time of war from the 
naval 01· military i;:erv"ice of the United States shall be enlisted in the 
naval service." - _ 

'.rhat section 1624, article 19, of ·the Revised Statutes, as amended by 
the act of Congress approved May 12, 1879, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended to read as follows : ' 
• " SEC. 1624. Article 19. Any officer who knowingly enlists into the 
naval service · any person who has deserted in time of wa.r from the 
naval or military service of the United- States, or any insane or int?xi
cated person, or nny minor between the ages of 14 and 18 years, w1th
ont the consent of his parents or guardian, or any minor under the age 
of 14 years, -shall be punished as a court-martial may direct." · 
; The amendment was agreed to. 
. l\ir. BACON. I do not. wish to be understood as objecting in 
any manner to this .bill, but I should like to have some little 
ex}Jlanation of it. I do not know really what it provides.. 
· l\fr. BRISTOW. The present law imposes upon a deserter 
in the Army or .the Navy in time of peace, if it is simply for 
some dereliction, as if he became intoxicated and is gone a day 
or tWo and ·comes back, the same penalty as if he deserted in 
time of war in the face of the enemy. It disfranchises hinr, 
and be can not have the rights of citizenship, and he can never 
enlist. There is no forgiveness. 

The Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War have 
felt for years that desertion because of some trivial matter in 
time of peace should not be punished so severely. Frequently 
a soldier who may- have deserted in that way wants to reenlist. 
According to the statute he is barred from reenlistment. Even 
years of good conduct will not excuse him. -

This bill simply enables the President to make an exceptio.n 
in such cases, when the offense has been committed in tj.D_?.e. ~f 
peace. 

· Mr. BACON. That is the general drift and- purpose o.f 
the bill? 

Mr. BillSTQW. Yes, sir; that is it. . 
The bill was ·reported ·to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. · 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 

to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 

· The title was amended so as to read : "An net amending sec
tions 1998, 1420, and 1624 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and to authorize the President, in certain ca es, to miti-· 
gate or remit the loss .of rights of citizenship imposed by law 
upon d~erters from the military or naval service, and to 
authorize certain reenlistments in the Army and naYal service." 

STANDARDIZATION OF .A.P.PLES A.ND APPLE BARRELS. 

:Mr. WATSON. I am directed by the Committee on Inter
state Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. Il. 21480) 
to establish a standard barre and standard grades for apples 
when packed in barrels, a.nd for other . purposes, to report it 
favorably with amendments, and .I submit a report (No. 968) 
thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDEi'?r pro tempore.. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of 1..he bill indicated by the Senator from 
West Virginia? _ 

Mr. JONES. I will ask 1.he Senator from West Virginia 
whether or not this bill relates in any way to apples packed 
in boxes? 

Mr. WATSON. · It does not. 
Mr. JONES. Does it attempt in any way to regulate or 

standardize apples? 
Mr. WATSOX It does. It attempts to standardize apples . 

that are shipped in ba rrels. 
If the Senator will wait until the committee amendments 

hav-e been stated he will understand it better. 
Mr. JONES. I do not like to object to the Senator's bill, but 

it is a matter in which our people are very much interested. I 
should like to have an opportunity to look it over. 

1\Ir. WATSON. I ask the Senator to wait until he hears the 
committee amendments read. 

fr. JONES. I will wait until I hear them read. 
1\Ir. DU PONT. Mr. Pre ident, I understand this bill has 

passed the House of Representatives by a unanimous vote ; I 
consider it a very important and a very u eful bill to all per
sons engaged in the growth and sale of apples; and I hope the 
Senator from Washington will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. JONES. I have not made any objection to the considera
tion of the bill, but I desire to know what the amendments are. 
My people are very much interested in this matter, and I do 
not want their rights to be jeopardized. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. '.rhe amendments reported by 
the Committee on Interstate Co01merce will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2 strike out the letter "U. S." 
where they nppear before the word •· standard," in line 8, and 
also in line 10 and line 13 ; on page 3, lina 21, after the word 
" shall," insert the word " knowingly " ; in line 23, after the 
word "dollar," insert "and costs"; and after the word "juris
diction," in line 25, page 3, strike out down to and including the 
word "eight," in line 7, page 4. 

Mr. CL.A.PP. '£he letters " U. S." should be stricken out 
wherever they occur in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideratfon of the bill? 

.Mr. JONES. I desire to say that I have had no communica
tion from the people of my State in reference to the mearmre. 
I understand it only standardizes apples packed in barrels. 
Therefore I will not object. 
. There. being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments which 
have been Btated, as well :is those suggested by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. CL.A.PP], will be regarded as agreed to now as 
in- Committee ·of the Whole. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have had much correspondence in regard 
to this proposed legislation . . I do not happen to have it in the 
Chamber, because I did not anticipate that the measure would 
now be up for consideration. I would not undertake from 
memory to state just what application it would have, but I ask 
the Senator reporting the bill if it affects apples other tllan 
those shipped when packed in barrels? 

Mr. WATSON. It does not in any way affect apples except 
those packed lh barrels. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Apples shipped in bulk, in cars, would not 
be affected? · 

Mr. WATSON, No; no! in any way." 
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Mr: HEYBURN. I did not catch any provision in the · bill 

which required them to be marked at all. In other words, 
':'!'OUlcl it not be possible just to ship them marking them 
· .. apples" without making any statement in regard to them? 

Mr. WATSON. In bulk? 
Mr. HEYBURN. In barrels. 
l\fr. WATSON. They can be shipped in anyway, in barrels, 

without putting the standard grades on them? 
1\Ir. HEYBURN. There is no prohibition against packing 

apples in barrels and shipping them and just marking them 
"apples"? 

Mr. WATSON. None whatever. 
1\fr. HEYBURN. But if you undertook to make a statement, 

it must be true? 
Mr. WA'.rSON. It must be correct. 
Mr. HEYBURN. That is the extent of it? 
I regret I did not know the measure was coming up, in or~er 

that I might ha\e looked over the correspondence. '.rhere are 
- very large growers who pack in boxes and who also ship in 

bulk and in barrels across our State lines, between the Stal(? 
of Washington, the State of Idaho, the State of l\lontana, and 
the State of Utah. The apples are shipped in large quantities 
in the ca·r in bulk for the purpose of beip.g sorted and packed 
or con-rerted into other products. 

I would not want to see our people embarrassed by legisla
tion to which we do not give more consideration than we are 
able at this time to give to the pending bill. · But on the assur
ance of the Sena.tor from West Virginia that this bill does not 
undertake to regulate in any way apples except those packed· 
and shipped in barrels and that this only requires that the state
ments made shall be true, I do .not object. 

Mr. WATSON. I can assure the Senator that his constituents 
have withdrawn opposition to the bill and are satisfied with it. 

l\ir. HEYBUUN. We have two classes of shippers; we have 
the boxers and we have the others. 

l\lr. SMITH of Michigan. I simply wish to say, Mr. Presi
dent, that the importance of this legislation has been impressed 
upon me from various sources by the people of my State. The 
Apple Growers' Association out there are practically a unit in 
favor of this legislation, saying it will be wholesome and help
ful, and I hope the bill will pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will resume 
stating the committee amendments. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 9, strike out the initials 
"U. S."; in line 14 strike out the initials "U. S."; in line 20, 
after the word " shall," insert "knowingly." 

11.'he amendment was agreed to. · 
l\lr. POMERENE. I offer the amendment to section 1 which 

I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 9, after the word " inches,'' 

insert the following proviso : 
Prot:ided, That steel barrels containing the interior dimensions pro-

vided for in this ;;ection shall be construed as a compliance therewith. 

Mr. WATSON. I accept the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. POl\IERENE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 2, lines 8, 9, and 13, and on page 

3, lines 9 and 14, after the word " standard," insert the word 
"grade." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was r.eported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 

to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 

DANIEL W. ABBOTT. 
Mr. PAGE obtained the floor. · 
Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator from Vermont permit 

me, before he calls up the larger measure, to call up a House 
bill on the calendar, which it will take but a moment to con
sider? I should like to have unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. It will not be in the way of the larger measure. 

Mr. PAGE. I yield. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

consideration of the bill (H. R. 12375) authorizing Daniel W. 
.Abbott to make homestead entry. . 

The bill is favorably reported from the committee, and it is 
to authorize Daniel W. Abbott to make certain homestead en
tries under conditions where his rights have been wrongfully 
forfeited. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 

The bill was reported to the .Senate without amendment, or
: dered to a thirci reading, read the third time, and passed. 

XLVIII--600 

\"OC.A.TIONAL EDUCATION. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I gave notice some days ago that 
on July 24 I would ask the Senate to take up the bill ( S. 3) to 
cooperate with the States in encouraging instruct:on in agricul
ture, the trades, and industries and home economics in second 
ary schools; in maintaining instruction in these vocational sub
jects ih ·state normru schools; in maintaining extension depart
ments in State ·colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts; and 
to appropriate money and regulate its expendit::ire. 

I realize' that there are several Se'1ators here who ha-ve short 
bills to which there is no ob.iection which they wish to call up. 
Therefore I will ask consent to call up tbe biE, and after 15 
minutes I will ask that it be laid aside. I have a few unim
portant amendments which I should like to sutmit to perfect 
the bill, and having them here, if Senators will gi-re me unani
mous consent to bring up the bill at this time. having offered 
them, I will yield and allow the bill to be laid aside. 
· I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill. 

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. President, will the Senator withdraw 
his request for a moment, until I can ask unanimous consent 
for the considera:tion of a short bill which can be -very quickly 
disposed of? 

Mr. PAGE. I would be very happy to do so but for the fact 
that there are s.everal other Senators who have bills which 
they desire taken up, and I would hardly feel like giving way 
at this time. I shall promise to be -very brlef about my bill; if 
I can ha-re unanimous consent to have it taken up now. 

Mr. THORNTON. Does the Senator expect the bill tO be 
taken up and disposed of? 

Mr. PAGE. No. I say I will not take more than 15 minutes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been rend and 

certain amendments have been agreed to. The · Sena tor from 
Vermont asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill that he may propose further amendments. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee ot the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. PAGE. On page 2, line "7, after the word " grade," I 
move to insert a comma; on line 8, after the word "education," 
I move to insert "in agriculture and home making for persons 
above 12 years of age, and in the trades and industries." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE. On ·page 6, line 13, I move to strike out the word 

" four " before the word " hundred " and insert the word " six,',' 
and in the same line, before the word " thousand,'' to strike out 
"eighty" and insert "forty." 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
l\fr. PAGE. On page 7, line 22, I move to strike out the word 

" four " and insert " six " ; in line 23, before the word " th-0u
sand,'' to strike out " eighty" and insert " forty "; and in 
line 25, before the word "thousand,'' to strike out " ten " and 
insert " twenty." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE. On page 8, line 1, after the word "allotted," I 

move to strike <mt ·" to each . of the 48 States for the benefit of 
such departments or divisions of education " and insert : 

For the use and benefit of sa.Id departme.nts or divi1:1ions of education 
in !and-grant colleges in each of the 16 States which maintain separate 
land-grant colleges for persons of the colored race, $10,000 of which 
shall be for the education of persons of the white race and $10.000 for 
the education of "pe::-sons of the colored race; and $10,000 shal_l be 
annually allotted for the use and benefit of said departments or divisions 
of education in each of those States which do not maintain separate 
land-grant colleges for persons of the colored race. 

I want to say, in regard to the amendment, that it was in the 
bill originally, and upon the motion of the Senator from Georgia, 
or, I think, the Senator from South Carolina, it was stricken 
out. Now, as I understand, they consent that it be restored, and 
I make that motion. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not d~sire that the amendm~nt 
shall be adopted with the impression that I consent to it. I 
wish to act hereafter as I shall see fit in the premises without 
any committal now. As I understand the plan of the bill it is 
to give special support to our negro ~griculturaJ- colleges through
out the South. 'l'o this I did not object, if it is to in no way 
interfere with the general appropriation to each State. 

Mr. PAGE. That is exactly what the amendment does and 
nothing more, I will say to the Senator, and I think it fully 
carries out the purpose which he and I discussed together and 
on which we have about agreed. But if there is any objection 
hereafter I shall be very gJad to meet his wishes in the matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE. on· line 12, I mo-re to strike out the words 

"household arts" and insert" home economics." 
The ai;nendment was agreed to. 
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l\f r. PA.GE. On page 11, line 10, I move to strike out the 
words " by making " and insert the words "'' to make." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PA.GE. At the end of the same line, following the word 

"in," I move to insert the words " relation to." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PA.GE. On the same page, line 19, I move to strike out 

the words " by making " and insert the words " to make." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE. In the same line, after the word "investiga

tions," I move to insert the words "relating to education and 
research." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE. On page 13, line 8, after the word "thereof," I 

move to insert the words " or through its board for vocational 
education." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PA.GE. On page 25, line 14, after the word "If" and 

before the word " Congress," I move to insert the words " the 
next." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE. On page 26, line 12, after the word "of," I move 

to insert the words "either State and local or." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PA.GE. I now ask that the bill may be laid aside. 
Mr. JONES. Before that is done I should like to suggest an 

amendment on page 8. 
.Mr. PAGE. I wish to say that I designed myself to offer 

that amendment, and with the Senator's consent I will offer it 
now. 

Mr. JONES. Very well. 
Mr. PAGE. On P.age 8, before the word "schools," I move to 

strike out the word "training," and after the word " schools " 
to insert the words "furnishing special training." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I ask that the bill be ordered re

printed as amended. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp"ore. Without objection, that or

der will be made. 
Mr. PAGE. I see no objection, although aside from the 

amendments which Senators will recall, they are all practically 
unimportant. 

Mr. S.:\!ITH of Georgia.. Still, I think the bill is so important 
that we ought to have it in its perfected shape. 

.Mr. PAGE. Of course I have no objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill 

will be printed as amended. 
Mr. PAGE. I now ask that the bill be laid aside. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be laid aside. 

JESUS Sll.VA, JR. 

Mr. CATRON. I ask for the present ·consideration of the 
bill (IL R. 24598) for the relief of Jesus Silva, jr. 

I The PRESIDE:I\1T pro tempore. The bill will be read for 
the information of the Senate. . 

The Secretary read the bill ; and there being no objection the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- . 
sideration. 

It directs the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to cause to be issued to Jesus Silva, jr., a patent to the fol
lowing-described lands: Lots 3, 4, and 5 of sec. 25, T. 21 S., 
R. 1 W., New Mexico principal meridian, Las Cruces, ·N. Mex., 
land district, bein.,. the tract embraced in his homestead entry 
made October 5, 1905, upon which GB.Sh certificate issued Feb
ruary 3, 1909. But in said patent there shall be expressly 
reserYed to the United States, or its successors, the right to 
take or use, without compensntion to patentee or his grantees, 
any or all of the said llµid.s needed for or in connection with the 
construction, maintenance, and operation of the Rio Grande 
reclamation project. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE G. HAWKINS. 

· Mr. DU PONT. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 117) granting an increase of pension to .Annie G. Hawkins. 

The Secretary r~d the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate; as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

T]Je bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word " dollars," to strike 
out " seventy-:fi"ve" and insert " fifty," so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., '.rhnt the Secretary o.f the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension. roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, tbe name of Annie 
G. Hawkins, widow of Hamilton S. Hawkins, late brigadier general, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rat e of :ji50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Mr . .MuCUMBER. I do not wish to agree to that yet. I wish 
to see the report of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is at the desk. 
Does the Senator desire to have it read? _ 

Mr. McCUMBER. I would ask the Secretary to read the 
views of the minority, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Sec
retary will read as requested. 

The Secreta1-y read as follows : 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

Afr. MCCUMBER, on the part of the minority of the committee submits 
~fo~~g~~= • 

The minority of the Committee on Pensions, feeling that the claim 
for a. special bill ill; this case is wholly unjustified ·fq>m a.ny standpoint, 
submit the followmg reasons for their refusal to concur with the 
majority of the committee in reporting this bill favorably: 
COMMITTEE ON PENSIO~S CREATED TO RELIEVE C.A.SES OF DESTITUTION 

. ONLY. 

Preceding the rules whlch have governed the committee for w"a.ny 
years, is a note which read as follows : 

" NOTE.-The Pension Committees of the two Houses of Congress were 
c~eated to consider a very few claims in which from their peculiar 
circumstances of extreme disability -a.nd destitu'tion adequate relief 
could not be obtained. from the bureau, • • •. Nor is it the policy 
of the Government to provide full support for soldiers or ~ir widows 
but solely to prevent absolute want, and it is believed therefore lbat 
private pension legislation should be restricted to cases 'of such ertreme 
destitution as renders assistance imperative." 

Rule 7 provides : 
" Where the widow of an officer is pensioned under the act of April 

19, 1908, an increase will not be recommended in excess of the general
Ja w rating for his rank; in cases where the circumstances suggest that 
a lower rate would be proper such lowt?r rate only will be recommended." 

• Rule 7 also provides : 
. " No increase of pension to widows will be recommended. above the 

general-law rating except in cases of destitution, to be ubstantiated by 
competent testimony, and the word " destitution" will be held to mean 
the same when applied to a.n officer or his widow as when applied to a 
private or his widow ; it will not be contracted or expanded to meet 
particular cases." · 

These rules are recited, first, to show the purposes of private pension 
legislation ; a.nd second, to show wherein the particular case in question 
should be governed by those rules. 

Mrs. Hawkins filed a certificate reporting her income to be about 
$1,300 a year. 

Our rule says, and that rule harmoni.zes with justice and right that 
the word " destitution " shall not be e:x:pa.nded or con.tracted to meet any 
special case, but that it shall mean the same when applied to the widow 
of an officer as when applied to the widow of a private. 

The general law may make a distinction, but the special bill which 
is intended to reach cases of destitution only, never ought to be used 
for any other ,Purpose. 

If the widow of a private soldier presented her claim for an increase 
of pension, and in her claim admitted that she bad an income of 
$1,300 a year, 1mch claim would not receive a moment's consideration 
and justly so. If we should grant such a widow an increase of pen: 
sion, then we should by a single law give every other widow a like 
pension. 

Although we have sometimes failed, we consider it our duty to at 
all times protest against the function of the Committee on Pensions 
being exercised in selecting a few favorites, granting them pensions 
when we would not grant them in other ca es, and thus laying the 
committee open to a just criticiSln, that it is departing from its proper 
purposes. If Mrs. Hawkins is entitled. to 50 per month, then every 
widow whose income is not more than $1,300 per year, and whose 
husband gave honorable services during the war, should be granted $50 
per month. 

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President, without criticizing the pro
priety of the rules adopted by the Committee on Pensions, 
which, in ordinary cases, are doubtless proper and expedient, I 
submit that at the present time there are 72 widows of officers 
of the Army and Navy who are drawing pensions from $125 
down to $50 a month. In the majority of these cases it is not 
claimed that the beneficiaries have an income greater than $GOO 
a year, which seems to be the arbitrary line of demarcation 
between destitution and a:ffl.uence as established by the Pension 
Committee; but there are quite a number of cases where the 
rules in question have been waived and where the condition of 
the private resources of the beneficiaries will compare favorably 
with that of Mrs. Hawkins. 

The minority report says that__. 
If Mrs. Hawkins is entitled to $50 per month, then every widow 

whose income is not more than $1,300 per year and whose husband gave 
honorable services during the war should be granted $50 p-er month. 

I do not consider this a fair statement, inasmuch as Mrs. 
Hawkins's claims are based not upon "honorable services during 
the war "-whatever this may mean-but uiwn her husband's 
long, faithful, and honorable service of 49 continuous years in 
the United States Army-from the beginning of the Civil War, 
in 1861, until 1910-and more especially and particularly for 
most extraordinary and distinguished services at the Battle of 
San Juan, July 1, 1898. · At a c1·itical moment of this battle Gen. 
Hawkins saw that the fortunes of the day could only be re
trie¥ed by the captu:re of the blockhouse on San Juan Hrn, the 
·key of the Spanish position, and, ~fter soliciting 3:Ild receiving 
permjssion to advanc~. he successfully assa,ulted anq. carried the 
position, thereby saving the American Army from serious dis
aster. As Gen. Hawkins was wounded in this attack, his two 
aids killed, and one-fourth of his brigade left on the field of 
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battle, I believe it to be not only entirely ·prudent and safe, but 
absolutely right and proper for Congress to deliberately establish 
a precedent for re-v:-arding services of such a character. Few 
and far between in the future will be those who can present 
similar claims. 

l\irs. Hawkins is almost 70 years Qf age, infirm in health, and 
has an invalid daughter dependent upon her for support, and 

· I trust that the bill for her relief may be favorably considered 
by the Senate. 

Mr. McCUl\IIlER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Delaware one question. Does the Senator believe or does lie 
not believe that we ought to ha-ve a general law firing the 
amount which should be granted to the w,idows of officers of the 
Civil War? Does he believe or does he not believe that we 
ought to have a general law which would treat the widows of 
officers of a certain rank exactly the same? 

Mr. DU PONT. I would say to the Senator from North 
Dakota that while I believe it proper to establish general rules 
in regard to the matters to which he refers, I also believe that 
every general rule has its exceptions, and that when special and 
extraordinary cases occur they should be considered on their 
merits. In my judgment, the case of Mrs. Hawkins is wholly 
exceptional and could not establish a precedent which would be 
prejudicial to the interests of the Government or unfair to 
anyone else. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. I want to ask the Senator another ques
tion. The Senator has served some time on the Committee on 
Pensions. I want to ask him if there has been a single case 
in the matter of the application of the widow of an officer for 
a pension during the whole time he has been a member of that 
committee that has not been an exceptional case; that the claim 
has not been based upon the idea that it was exceptional, and 
that a greater amount ought to be allowed than is allowed 
under the general law? 

Mr. DU PONT. I will say to the Senator from North Dakota, 
as far as I am able to judge from my experience on the Pen
sion Committee, that the average cases which come before it 
are not exceptional, but are . subject to the ordinary rules. I 
can recollect but very few exceptional cases which have come 
before the Pension Committee. This case is one of them, and 
I have in mind another case in regard to which a bill is pending 
which I hope will come before the Senate later--

Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from North 
Dakota what pension Mrs. Hawkins is getting now? 

Mr. DU PONT. I can answer that question. It is $12 a 
month. 

Mr. OVERMAN. She has an income of $1,300? . 
Mr. McCUl\fBER. She has a net income of about $1,300. 
Mr. OVERI\I.AN . . Outside of the pension she is now getting? 
Mr. McCUl\IBER. I think so. I um not certain whether the 

pension is included or not, but that would make a difference of 
on1y $144 in the amount. 

l\fr. OVERMAN. Her income with the pension she receives 
now would be about $1,440 a year. 

Mr. 1\IcCUMBEil. Mr. President, I wish to say a word on 
this amendment. The general law fixes the pension of widows 
of the higher officers at $30 a month where the cause of death 
was of service origin. The genera.I law has not seen fit to fix 
any pension abo1e the $12 per month where the death was not 
the result of wounds or injury incurred in service. The law of 
June 27, 1890, specifically provided that in granting pensions to 
widows of officers and soldiers of the· Civil War no distinction 
should be made on account of rank. 

There was a reason for that law. It was the solemn declara
tion of the . Congress of the United States, representing all of 
the people, that when a grant of pension was made, irrespective 
of any injury incurred in the service, the amount of $8 per 
month fixed by the law of June 27, 1890, and of $12 per month 
fixed by the law of April 19, 1908, should apply with equal 
force to the widows of all soldiers of the Civil War. 

The proposition that I want to put up to Senators is simply 
this: Ought we to change the law so as to grant all widows of 
officers a pension of at least $50 per month without respect to 
their :financial condition? If we should do that, in fairness to 
every one of them we shou1d amend the old law so that instead 
of providing for $12 a month it should provide for $50 per 
month to every widow of an officer of the Civil War. w ·e would 
then have a law that would be equal and just and appropriate; 
but to pick out the widow of one officer here and another officer 
there and say that we will make such a case a matter of special 
consideration, and, without any rule on earth to guide our ac
tion, vote all the way from $50 to $150 a month, places the 
Senate upon an open sea of favoritism where we have nothing 
to guide us, nothing to restrain us, and no principles of equality 
to control our action. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Washington. 
l\Ir. JONES. If we should do that, would it not be unfair 

and unjust to widows of the private soldiers unless we increased 
their pensions very materially? 

Mr. 1\IcCU:MBER. It certainly would; but, Mr. President, 
here is another feature; and I want to get back again to the 
very ·purpose of having Committees on Pensions in the Senate 
and in the other House. Why do we have such committees? Is 
the object of the Committee on Pensions to _recommend as many 
separate laws as there are individuals who might claim a pref
erence, or is the object of the creation of this committee to 
carry out the purpose of the Government of the United States 
to reach those cases of destitution where the general law is 
insufficient? That is the declared purpose of all of this special 
legislation. If that is the purpose, then there ought to be some 
rule that should guide us in conferring special faT"ors upon 
special individuals. 

• What is that rule? The rule is necessitous condition. The 
very first thing that we have declared in that rule is that a 
pension will only be granted. by a private law in case of 
destitntion. Then we follow that with another provision-that 
the word " destitution " shall be exactly the same when applied 
to the widow of an officer as when applied to the widow of a 
common soldier, and that it will not be contracted or expanded 
to meet special cases. I am very certain that the Senator who 
introduced this bill, who is on the Committee on Pensions, in 
case an application were made for some poor old woman whose 
soldier husband served in the trenches and fought the battles 
of the Government and who has an income of $1,300 a · year 
would join the majority of the committee and declare em
phatically that that was not a case of destitution. There ought 
to be some rule somewhere that would establish what is a case 
of destitution, and that rule ought not to be graded in a. hcin
dred cases from the private up to the commissioned officer. 

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Delaware? · 
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield. 
Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President, this bill does not concern .the 

administration of the pension laws nor their amendment; but 
the question is whether the Congress of the United States is 
willing to recognize and reward extraordinary services in 
battle. I will say that if the case of the humblest private in 
the United States Army or the case of his widow were under 
discussion, and if it could be shown by the official records that 
he performed some act of heroism or which inured to striking 
military success at a critical moment, I would cheerfully and 
gladly use all my efforts to specially recognize and reward such 
action. 

It is not a question between officers and privates or between 
this officer and that officer, but it is a question of special aµd 
extraordinary service to the country. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think, Mr. President, if the Senator 
would follow that line that we would before this ha·rn granted 
to the widow of every soldier in the Civil War about $50 per 
month. · · 

Mr. DU PONT. Then, we would have acted very unwisely 
and very unjustly and in colltravention of the official records, 
which show what has been done and what has not been done. 

Mr. McCUMBER. We11, Mr. President, it is up to the Senate 
whether they will hold this committee to a just and fair rufo 
that has been inaugurated not only for the benefit of the com
mittee but for the purpose of securing equal justice between 
all claimants. Let us remember that there are ten or :fifteen 
thousand of these bills that are referred to the committee dur
ing every session, and all of them have to be passed upon in 
some manner or other. 

l\Ir. President, the Senator from Delaware says that the rule 
has been waived. The rule has not been waived by the Com
mittee on Pensions; the rule has been faithfully followed by 
that committee eyer since I have been a member of it; but in 
two or three instances it has been waived by the Senate, which 
has overruled a number at least of the members of the com
mittee. 

The Senator calls attention to the fact that we haye in thP. 
past granted to a large number of widows $50 per month. I 
think he will find on a close investigation that in almost every 
such instance there was a case of destituti~n u;:a<.le out. I want 
to call his attention to the further fact, l\Ir. President, that the 
widow of a former Senator of the United States, a great states
man, and as capable a general as served in the Civil War, was 
denied a pension because her income, which was about the same 
as the income of the widow in this case--it may have been a 



9546 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SEN ATE. .JULY 24, 

litue more-took her claim without the rnle of destitution. I 
r efer to the case of Mrs. Hawley, widow of Gen. Hawley; who 
'':as a Senator of tho United States for many years. That pen
sion has never been granted to Mrs. Hawley; ap.d there hn.ve 
been a number of other instances where we have refused ab
solutely to grant pensions because the claimant had failed to 
establish a case of destitution. 

I claim that we should follow that ru1e, althou"'h it was over
ridden by the Senate, I believe, a short time ago. The ques
tion is whether it sha11 be the rule now to grant pensions in 
every one of these cases as soon as an application is made. I 
want Senators to understand that whene-rer an offi<:er dies his 
death is almost immediately followed by an application for a 
special pension on behalf of his widow, no matter what the 
conditions are. Officers' widows are coming to believe that it 
is their right to appeal immediately to the Senate and to the 
House of Representatives and to receive special recognition. I 
plead for a. general law that will treat them all alike. If we 
can not treat them al: alike in a general law. then let us try 
tto treat them with some degree of equality in the Committee 
on Pensions and in the Senate. If these applications are to 
be granted irrespective of income, then let us open up the 
hundreds of cases that have been rejected and bring them in in 
an omnibus bill and grant all the same rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

l\1r. SThITTH of Georgia. I ask what the amendment isr 
Mr. DU PONT. It reduces the rate of pension from $75 to 

$50 per month. . 
The PRESIDE ... TT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

stated. 
The SECRETABY. On page 1, line 8, it is proposed to strike 

out "seventy-five" and insert ., fifty." 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading and 

·r ead the third time. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to have a vote on the pas

sa o-e of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the 

bill pass? [Putting the question.] The Chair is in doubt. The 
Chair will put the question again. 

Mr. ASHURST. I want to vote to sustain the chairman of 
the committee. .As a member of that committee I know the 
great labor he has performed, and I should like to know how 
to vote to sustain his contention. 

The PRESIDEJ\;"'T pro' tempore. Senators in favor of the 
passage of the bill will say " aye " ; those opposed "no." [Put
ting the question.] The noes manifestly have it, and the Sen
ate refuses to pass the bill. 

1\Ir. DU PONT. I a.sk for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

COPYRIGHT LAWS. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 24224) to amend . 
sections 5, 11, and 25 of an act entitled "An act to amend and 
consolidate the acts respecting copyrights," approved March 4, 
190!.>. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will r ead the 
bill for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bilL 
Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the bill go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 

bill will go oYer. 
Ur. !\lARTINE of New J ersey subsequently said : I again 

pre s my request for the present consideration of House bill 
24224. I understand the objection is withdrawn. 

the extent and importance of the cemeteries to which they may be re
spectively assigned, to be determin d by the ecr~tarv of '1i'ar exct,pt 
the superintendent of the Arlington (Va.) Cemetery 'whose compensa
tion may be $100 per month, nt the discretion of the 'secretary of Wru· • 
~~~e~i~s~ll also be furnished with quarters and fuel at the severai 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. M . H . JUELLO:N" .A...t.~D OTHERS. 

Mr. OLIVER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 20873) for the relief of J . M. H . 
Mellon, administrator, James A . .Mellon, Thomas D. Mellon, Mrs. 
E. L. Siverd, J. 1tL H . Mellon, Bessie Blue, Mrs. Simpson, Annie 
Turley, C. B. Eyler, :i;,uella C. Pearce, John McCracken, A. J . 
l\Iellon, J . J. Martin, Eugene Richmond, Springdale .l\Iethodist 
Episcopal Church, Heidekamp Mirror Co., James P . Confer, j r ., 
W. P . Bigley, W. J. Bole, and S. A. Moyer, all of Allegheny 
County, Pa. 
· There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded. to consider the bill 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
ordered. to a third reading, read the third time, and pass.eel. ' 

MINING EXPERIMENT STATION IN WYOMING. 

Mr. W ARRE.l~. I ask unanimous consent to call f rom the 
cale:ida1: the bill ( S. 7050) t? establish a mining experiment 
station m the State of Wyommg, to aid in the development of 
the mineral resources of the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to establish 
at Lander, Fremont Oqunty, Wyo., a mining experiment station 
under the supervision, management, and control of the Burea~ 
of ~:lines, with a superintendent, who shall be an expert mining 
engm.eer, at a salary of $4,000 per annum, a metallurgical 
chemist, at a salary of $3,000 per annum, one assistant mininoo 
engineer and one assistant. c:riemist, at a salary of $2,000 pe~ 
annum each, and such additional technical and clerical assist
~ts as ~ay be found nec~y. A sum not to exceed $25,000 
is .a"?thor1zed to be- SJleut rn establishi.IJg, equipping, and main
tau~mg the mining exp~ent station during the fiscal y~ar 
ending June 30, 1913, and is appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

REGULATION OF SPONG;.c INDUSTRY. 

. Mr. FLE'!'CHER. I ask unanimous consent to call up at this 
time the. bill (S. 6385) to regulate the taking or catching of 
spon~es rn the waters of the Gulf of Mexico and Straits of 
Flor1da; the lm~d~ng, delivering, curing, sell-ing, or disposing of 
the same; prov1ding means of enforcement of same ; and for 
other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded. to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Fish(!ries with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 9, after the word 
"Florida.," to insert " outside of State territorial limits," so as 
to read : 

Th~t. on and after !he approval of this act it shall be unlawful for 
any citizen of the Urnted States or person owin"' duty of obedience to 
the laws of the United St!l.tes, or any boat or vess'el of the United States 
or person belonging to or on board such boat or ve sel to take or catch 
any commercial sponges, by means of diving or diving apparatus, in the 
waters of the Gulf of Mexico or Straits of Florida outside of State ter
ritorial limits, or to land, deliver, cure, offer for sale or have in pos." 
session at any port or place in the United States 01: on any boat or 
v~s:;el f!f th~ United States any commercial sponges taken by means of 
d1vmg in said waters. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, section 2, line 12, after 

the word u Florida," to insert " outside of State territorial 
limits," so as to make the section read : 

Mr. HEYBURN. I withdrnw the objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I s there objection to the 

pre ent consideration of the bill. 
.l\1r. GRO TNA. I object. 

SEC. 2. That it shall be unlawful for a~y and all persons, boats or 
vessels described in the first section of this act to take or eatcb; by 
any menns or method, in the waters of the Gulf of Mexico or the Straits 

' of Florida outside of St:nte territorial limits, or to land, deliver, cure. 

The PRESIDEi\TT pro tempore. 
Dakota objects. 

The Senator from No.rth , offer for sale, or have in possession at any port or place in tile United 
States or on any boat or vessel of the United State·, anv eommerdal 
sponges taken in said waters measuring, when wet, less than 5 inches 

SUPPUNTENDEN'IS OF NATIONAL CEMI!.'TERIES. 

Mr. 1\~LSO:N. I ask unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1739) to amend section 4875, Re
vised Statutes, to pro>ide a compensation· for superintendents 
of national cemeteries. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that the sec
t ion referred to be amended to read as follows : 

SEC. 4875. The superintendents of the national cemeteries £hall re
celve tor their comp nsation from $60 t o $75 a mo.nth eacb1 according to , 

. 

in their maximum diameter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, sertion 3, line 19, after 

the word "boat," to insert "of the United States"; in line 24, 
after the word "boat," to insert "of the United States"; in. 
line 1, on page 3, after the word " Florida," to strike out " be
yond the jurisdiction of the State of Florida" and insert "out
side of State territorial limits," so as to make the section read : 
. SEC. 3. That the presence of sponges on any vessel or boat of the 
United States equipped with diving apparatus, or serving as a living -or 
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deposit boa:t foi.- divers, between July 1 and October 1 of· eacfi. year, o-r. 
the presence of sponges of' a diameter less than 5 inches on said. vessels 
at any time, or the presence of sponges of less than the sa~d d1ame~er 
on any other vessel or boat of the United States. engaged i~ spongi_ng 
on the waters of the Gulf of Mexico or the Straits of Florida o~tsJde 
of State territorial limits, or the possession of any sponges of ~ess thn:n 
the said diameter sold or delivered by such vessels shall be pruna fac1e 
.evidence of a violation of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, section 5, line 20, after 

the word " district," to strik.e out " wherein the offense was 
coml11.itted" and insert "wherein the offender is found or into 
:which he is first brought," so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 5, That :my violation of this act shall be pros~cuted in the di~
trict court of. the United States of the district wherem the offender is 
found or into which he is first brought. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HEYBURN~ I should like to hear the title of the bill 

read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title .of the bill will be 

rea~. 
'£he Secretary read as follows : 
A bill tD regulate the taking or catching of sponges in tl!-e "'.aters of 

the Gulf of Mexico and Straits of Florida; the landing, dehvenng, cur
ing, selling, or disposing of the same ; providing means of enforcement 
ol same ; and for other purposes. 

1\Ir. FLETCHER. The purpose of the bill is to regulate the 
method of eatching sponges. 

l\fr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire of the Senator the 
purpose of the bill. It seems to prohibit the taking of sponges 
in the Gulf or Mexico. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It prohibits the taking of sponges of a 
smaller size than the size designated outside the territorial 
limits of the State. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Is that the sole purpose-to regulate the 
size of the sponges that may be taken.? 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is to regulate the catching, so that the 
sponge industry will not be destroyed by taking those under 
size. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is the sole purpose of the bill? 
Mr. FLETCHER. That is the sole purpose of it. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as. amended and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 

to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 

STREET RAILWAY IN.SOUTH HILO, HAWAII. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent for: the present 
·consideration of the bill (H. R. 18041) gr:inting a franchise for 
the construction, maintenance, and operation of a street railway 
system in the district of South Hilo, county of Hawaii, Territory 
of Hawaii. 

The Secretary read" the bill ; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

M.r. PERKINS. I ask that the report of the committee be 
printed in the Il.EcoBD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the report 
will be printed in the R.Econn as requested. 

The report is as follows : 
STREET RAILWAY SYSTE:\1, DISTRICT OF SOUTH" HILO, HAWAII. , 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and Po~to Rico, 
submitted the following report to accompany H. R. 18041 : . 

The Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, to whom was re
ferred the bill ( H. R. 18041) granting a franchise for the construc
tion, maintenance, and operation of a street railway system in the dis
trict of South Hilo, county of Hawn.ii, Territory of. Hawaii, reports the 
same without amendment and recommends that the bill do pass. 

This bill authorizes the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
a street railway system in and around the town of Hilo, which is the 
largest town on tbe island of Hawaii, it having a population of 6,745, 
according to the census of 1910. The traffic which is expected to sup
port this enterprise js that which will pass between the town of Hilo 
and tbe Government wharves now in course of construction neaT 
.Waii.kea Landing, 3 miles from the town of Hilo, where the ·Federal 
Governmep.t is constructing a breakwater which will furnish the only 
harbor on the island for deep-sea vessels. 

It ls expected that this railway will encourage and promote the 
building of homes between the town of Hilo and its terminus at the 
Government wharves on lands which are owned by the Government of 
Hawaii and which home builders will be able to secure at a nominal 
cost. The road will insure chea12 transportation to these people to and 
from their employment. 

The only means of transportation at present from the town of Hilo 
to the site of the Government wharves is a bus and hack line operated 
by Japanese, and on which the minimum fare is 25 cents and the maxi
mum fare is 75 cents. The bill reported by your committee limits the 
charge to 5 cents " for a continuous trip anywhere between any two 
extreme points within a radius of 3 miles from the intersection of 
Front and Waianuenue Streets," which embraces the trip from the town 
of Hilo to the Government wharves. 

This proposed franchise was approved by the Hawaiian Legislature 
ln its session of 1911 with but one dissenting vote in the- house and 

none in the senate. The governor of Hawaii, In a. letter addressed to 
the Secretary ot the Interior under date of February 6, 1912, states 
that. "the town of Hilo needs a street railway, and the bill as it 
sta.nilll now with the amendments proposed wouid sufficiently protect the 
public now and in the future." The amendments to which the governor 
referred were inserted in the bill in the House, as will be seen by refer
ence to House Report No. 361, S1xiJ:-second Cong1·ess~ second session; 
which was the report of the Committee on. Territories to aecompany 
H. R. 18041. 

The interests of the public are fully protected by provisions in the 
bill foe extension. of the line and limiting the issuance of bonds and 
stocks, and providing further that the earnings in excess of 8 per cent 
on. the· capi:tal stock sllall be divided, 25 per cent to the stockholders 
and 75 per cent to the county of Hawaii. Tbe right to amend 01· re
peal the provisions of this act is reserved in the bill. 

For further and detailed information relating to the measure attention 
is invited to the hearings before the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico in connection with this bill. 

REPAYM.ENT OF WAR TAXES. 

Mr. BRYA.i.~. I ask for the pre$ent consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 24699) extending the time for the repayment of certain 
war-reyenue taxes erroneously collected. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being nu objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Wfioler proceeded. to its consid
eration. It provides that all claims for the refunding of any 
internal tax alleged to have been erroneously or illegally as
sessed or collected under the provisions of section 29 of the act 
of Cong:r:ess approved June 13, 1898, lmown as the war-revenue 
tax, or of any sums al1eged to have been excessive, or in any 
manner wrongfully collected under the provisions of said act 
may be presented to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue on 
or before the 1st day of January, 1914, and not thereafter. 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any moneys of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, to such claimants- as ha>& presented 011' 
shall hereafter so present their claims, and shall establish such 
erroneous or i1legal assessment and collection, any sums paid 
by them or on their account or in theiI~ interest to the United 
States under the provisions of the act aforesaid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
d-ered to a third reading, read the third time,. and passed. 

REMOVAL OF SUITS FROM STATE TO FEDERAL COURTS. 

l\fr: OVERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill ( S". 6217) to codify, revise, and amend 
the laws relating to the judiciary, approved March 3, 1.9lt. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceedro to its consid
eration. 

The bill had been reported' from the Committ€e on the Judi
ciary with amendments. 

l\fr. CRAWFORD~ I wish to ask a questiofi of- the Senator 
from North Carolina. Does the bill change the present law in 
any way except about giving the notice? 

Mr. OVERMAN. It adds only about six. words to the pres
ent law, and that is to prevent a con:tlict of jurisdiction and 
to make the time certain when the appltcation shall be filed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment of the 
Committee on the Judiciary will be stated. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. Mr. President, just a moment. I under::. 
stancl that the change in existing law consists in including 
within the time when the application shall be made any exten
sion of time which the court may have granted in which to 
plead. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. 
Mr. HEYBURR And that is the only change. 
l\Ir. OVERMAN. That i& right. 
The amendments were, . on page 2, line 3, after the word 

"court," strike out the words " or any time extended or fixed 
by the court " ; and, in line 6, page 2, after the word " plaintiff," 
to insert the words " not including any extension, by special 
order, of time to answer or plead," so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 29 of the act to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved March 3, H>ll, be 
amended so as to read as follows : · 

" SE'C. 29. Whenever any party entitled to remo•e any suit mentioned 
in the last preceding section, except suits removable on the ground of 
prejudice or local iniluence, may desire to remove such suit from a: 
State court to the district court of the United States, be may make 
and file a petition. duly verified, in such suit in such State court at 
the time, or any time before the defendant is required by tbe laws of 
the State or tbe rule of the State court in which such suit is brought 
to answer or plead to the declaration or complaint of the plaintiff, not 
including any extension, by special order, of time to answer or plead 
for the removal of such suit into the district court to be held in the 
distlict where such suit is pending, and shall make and file therewith 
a bond, with good and sufficient surety, for his or their entering in such 
district court, within 30 days from the date of filing said petition, a 
certified copy of the recQrd in such snit, and for paying all costs that 
may be awarded by the said district court if said district court shall 
hold that such suit was wrongfully or improperly- removed thereto, and 
also for their appearing and entering special bail in such snit if special 
bail was originally requisite therein. It shall then be the duty of' the 
State court to accept said petition and bond and proceed no further in 
said suit. Written notice ot said petition and bond .for removal shall 
be given.. the adverse party or parties prior to filing the same. The 
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I \ :icl copy being entered within said 30 days as aforesaid 1n said. dis
i trict court o! the United States, the partiefi so removing the said cause 
· shall, within 30 days thereafter, plead, answer, or demur to the declara
: tion or complaint in said cause, and the cause shall then proceed in 
· the same manner as if it bad been originally commenced in the said 

district court." 
/ .· . The ai;nendments were agreed to. 
' · The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, n.nd passed. 
On motion of Mr. OVERMAN, the title was amended so as to 

read: ".A bill to amend section 29 of the act to codify, revise, and. 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary," approved Murch 3, 
1911. . 

LIENS OF JUDGMENTS AND DECREES. 

Mr. THOilNTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (H. R. 18017) to amend an act entitled "An act to regulate 
the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United 
States." 

I wish to state that this is an act to place the State of 
•Louisiana on an equality with the other States in the matter of 
liens on real estate arising from the recordation of judgments 
of the Federal courts and does not affect any interest outside 
of the State of Louisiana. The bill was once reached in regular 
order on the calendar, but went over on the objection of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLAP.KE], because I could not at 
that time make as positive a statement as to the effect of the 
bill as the Senator from Arkansas thought necessary. I am 
now able to state absolutely that the bill is confined ill its opera
tions to the State of Louisiana. The matter is fully explained 
in the report of the Judiciary Committee submitted by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BBANDEGEE]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read !or the 
information ot the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the WP.ole, proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to 
repeal section 3 of an act entitled "An act to regulate the liens 
of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United States," 
approved .August 1, 1888. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the J udiciary 
with an amendment, to add at the end of the bill: 

This act shall take etrect on and after January 1, 1913. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill 

to be read a third time. · 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to ham the report ac

companying the bill printed in the RECORD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 
~~he report is as follows : 

[Senate Report No. 802, Sixty-second Congress, second session.] 
REGULATION OF LIE~S OF JUDGMENTS AND DECREES OF COURTS OF THE 

UNITED STATES. 
Mr. BnANDEGEE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 

following report to accompany II. R. 18017 : . 
The Committee on the Judiciary, . to which was referred the bill ( H. R. 

18017) to amend an act entitled "Au act to regulate the liens of judg
ments and decrees of the courts of the United States," approved 4ugust 
1, 1888, having consid~red the sai:µe, report favorably thereon with an 
amendment as follows : 

After the word " repealed," in line 6, insert a new par~g~;aph : 
"This act shall take effect on and after January 1, 191.-.>. 
The report of the House committee thereon, which fully explains the 

purposes and necessities of the proposed legislation, is hereto attached 
and made a part of this report. . 

The House report is as follows :-
" The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the b.ill (H. 

R 18017) to amend an act entitled 'An act to regulate the liens of 
judgments and decrees o! the courts of the United States,' approved 
AuguRt 1, 1888, report the same to the House with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 

" The act which this bill seeks to amend is as follows : 
"'Be it enacted, etc., That judgments and decrees rendered in a cir

cuit or district court of the United States within any State shall be liens 
on property throughout sut:h State in the same manner and to the same 
extent and under the same conditions only as if such judgments and 
decrees had been rendered by a court of general jurisdiction of such 
State: Provided, 1rhat whenever the laws of any State require a judg
ment or decree of a State court to be registered, recorded, docketed{ in
dexed or any other thing to be done, in a pa1·ticular manner, or n a 
certain office or county, or parish in the State of Louisiana, before a 
lien shall nttach, this act shall be applicable therein whenever and only 
whenever the laws of such State shall authorize the judgments and de
crees of the United States 'courts to be registered, recorded, docketed, 
indexed, or otherwise conformed to the rules and requirements relating 
to the judgments and decrees of the courts of the State. 

" ' SEC. 2. That the clerks of the several courts of the United States 
shall prepare and keep in their respective offices complete and convenient 
indices and cro s indices of the judgment records of said courts, and 
such indices and records shall at all times be open to the inspection 
and examination of the public. 

" ' S.EC. 3. Nothing herein shall be construed to require the docketing 
of a judgment or decree of a United States court, or the filing of a 
transcript thereof, in any State office within the same county or parish 
in the State of Louisiana, in which the judgment or dec:.ree is rendered, 

In order that .such judgment or decree may be a llen on any property 
within sbcb county. 

" 'Approved August 1 1888.' 
"The main purpose of the law Is to give to any State the right to 

require that judgments and decrees of the United States courts in that 
State shall become liens in the same manner as judgments and dec1·ees 
of the courts of that State are made liens. It provides that whene-ver 
the laws of a State require that a judgm€nt or decree of a court of that 
State shall be registered, recorded, docketed, or indexed in a certain 
office in order to create a lien, then the State may, by appropriate legis
lation, authorize judgments and decrees of a court of the United States. 
held within that State, to be registered, etc., in the same mannet', and 
otherwise conform to the lnws of the State relating to judgment and 
decrees of the State courts. 

·•Section 2, which is sought to be repealed by this bill, makes an ex
ception to this rule. It provides that a judgment or decree of a United 
States court need not be registered or a transcript thereof filed Jn a 
State office in any county where the judgment is rendered in order to 
create a lien on property in that county. If this bill becomes a law 
it will abolish that exception and make the rule uniform throul?,hout 
the country. Judgments and decrees of United States courts will be 
required then to conform everywhere to the same regulation as judg
ments and decrees of the State courts in order to become a lien. 

"A number of the States .have adopted a land-registration system 
commonly known as tlle Torrens law. Under that law persons owning 
real estate may have their titles registered in the office of the registrar 
of titles. The owner then muy have at any time an official certificate 
from the registrar of titles showing the state of his title. The registrar, 
however, is required to note in this certificate only such matters as are 
of record in his office. Under the State law all judgments and decrees 
sought to be made liens on registered land must be registered in the 
office of the registrar of titles. Likewise judgments and dec1·ees of the 
United States courts must be so registered then• if the United States 
court is not held in the county where the land is sitnatea in order to 
create a lien on the registered land. But by section 3, which this bill 
seeks to repeal, judgments and decrees of the United States courts 
rendered ln counties where the registered land is situated need not be 
registered in the office ot the registrar of titles in order to become liens 
on the land. Since, under the law, the re~strar is not bound to certifv 
as to liens and other matters not appearing of record in his office, his 
certificate does not cover judgments or decrees in the United States 
e-0urts 1! such court is held in that county. The purpose of this land
registratlon system is to simplify titles and to render them more cer
tain and to reduce the expense pertaining to the abstracting of titles. 
It bas been adopted in a number of States already, namely, Illinois, 
Ohio, California, .Massachusetts, Minnesota, Oregon, Colorado, and 
perhaps others. 

" It has always been the policy of Cong1·ess to defer to the States the 
manner of regulating the titles to land In their respective jurisdictions. 
In consonance with this policy it enacted the first section of the act 
above quoted. With the same end in view 1t enacted the law providing 
that judgments and decrees of the Federal courts shall cease to ·be liens 
on land in the same manner and at like periods as judgments and de· 
crees of the State courts. 

"As further proof of this policy we call attention to the Federal 
statute relating to attachments. It provides that the plaintitl' in 
common-law causes in the district courts shall be entitled to similar 
remedies, by attachment or other process, against the property of the de
fendant as are provided by the laws of the State. Likewise, in regard 
to execution the Federal statute ls to the effect that the person having 
judgment shall be entitled to the same remedies upon it, by execution or 
otherwise, to reach the property of the judgment debtor as are provided 
in like cases by the State laws. • / 

"Congress pursued that policy further by requiring that all practice, 
pleadings, forms, and methods of proceeding in all cases other than 
equity and admiralty in the district courts shall conform as near as may 
be to the practice, pleadings, forms, and methods o! proceeding in the 
State courts in Hke cases. The lt'ederal statute also provides that the 
marshal shall- have in each State the same power in executing the laws 
of the United States as the shcrllT in such State has in executing the 
laws ot that State. By analo~y. judgments and decrees of the United 
States courts, in order to become liens on land, should be required to 
conform in all cases to the regulations of the several States governing 
the liens of judgments and decrees in the State courts. 

"The benefit arising out of this proposed change is not limited to 
those States alone where the land-registration system above mentioned is 
in force. It will be useful in simplifying titles in every county in the 
United States where a United State::i district court Is held. It in effect 
fixes one certain place in all those counties where the records will be 
required to show all judgment liens, that place being the one designated 
by the laws of that State for the registering, docketing. recording. or 
Indexing of judgments and decrees of the State courts. It places those 
co11nties where Federal courts are held under the same rule as all other 
counties.'' 

The co_mmittee recommend that the bill so amended do pass. 
SYLVESTER G. PARKER. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 5262) to correct the military record of Capt. Sylvester G. 
Parker. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That in the administration of any laws conferring rights, privileges, 
or benefits upon honorably discharged volunteer officers. Sylvester G. 
Parker, who was a captain of Company H. Sixty-third Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been discharged 
honorably from the military service of the United States as of said 
organization on the 4th day of September, 1 63 : Provided, That no pen
sion bounty, or arrears of pay shall become due or payable by reason o! 
the passage of this act: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rei.1d 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was -amended so as to read: "A bill _for the relief o! 

Sylvester G. Parker." 
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COltNELIA C. BRAGG. 

l\Ir. PO.MERENE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
))ill (H. R.. 255D8) granting a pension to Corneli.tl. Bragg. 

·There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, pr(){!eeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 6, 
after the name " Cornelia," to insert the initial " C.," so as to 
make the bill read : 

Be it enactetl, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the prnvisions and limitations of -the pension laws, the name of Cor
nelia C. Bragg, widow ,of Edward S. Bragg, late a brigadier general of 
United States \olunteers during the late Civil War, and pay her a pen
sion at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. POMERENE. I move to amend the bill by striking out 

the word "fifty," before the word "dollars," on page 2, line 1. 
and inserting the words " one hundred." 

.Mr. SMOOT. I did not catch what the amendment is. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 1, before the word "dollars," 

strike out the word " fifty " and insert " one hundred." 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I object to that amendment. 

. Mr. POMERENE. 1\lr. President, I wish to say just a word 
in behalf of the amendment. 

This lady is 82 years old. It is not necessary to discuss the 
military sel.'Vices rendered by her husband. They are well 
known. .Although he was entitled to a pension he never would 
accept one until 1906. After he became totally disabled, with
out any income himself, he was finally persuaded by his friends 
to :tccept a pension of $50. A few weeks ago Congress passed a 
bill increasing his pension to $100. He died, I believe, within 
two days after the bill was approved. 

His widow, now 82 years old, is without any income what
soever. She has a small home worth, I have heard it stated, 
variously from $2,000 to perhaps $3,000 or $4,000. She is obliged 
to have an attendant all the while, and is confined to her bed a 
large part of the time. 
· I feel under the circumstances that the pension I propose is 
~imply rendering a just tribute to her husband for the services 
he rendered this country during the late war. I hope the Sen
ator from Utah will not object to the amendment. 

l\1r. SMOOT. Mr. President, I certuinly must object to the 
amendment, for the Teason that there are hrmdreds of widows 
of brigadier geneuils who are drawing a pension of $50 a month, 
and their husbands had a military record just as good as that 
of Brig. Gen. Bragg. 

I know that the Seuator from Ohio, being a member of the 
committee, understands that $50 is the rule of the committee, 
and the bill was reported from the committee at that amount. 
I sincerely trust the Senate will not yote more than $50 in 
this particular case. If the Senator insists upon the amend
ment I am so insistent upon the point I make that I shall ob
.ject to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

:Mr. SMOOT. I shall object to the bill if the question is to 
be put on the amendment, because we ha-ve not a quorum now, 
and we are liable not to have one this evening, or I would 
let the Senator have a vote upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the 
Senator rrom Utah that the Senate has granted the considera
tion of the bill. The question is upon agreeing to the amend
ment submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

1\lr. BRANDEGEE. Then, let us haTe a vote. 
Mr. SMOOT. I shall ask for the yeas and nays if such a 

course becomes necessary. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to say one word 

before we come to a vote on the amendment. The committee 
had the bill under consideration and treated the widow of ·Gen. 
Bragg jurt the same as they have baen treating the widows of 
other generals. They allowed her the greatest amount that the 
committee allows to any, and it seems to me that her case ought 
not to be taken without the general rule. We gave her the 
maximum amount that the committee has ever given to anyone, 
except in one instance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on .agreeing 
to the .amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. POUERENE. I mo-re to amend the bill by inserting the 

word " seTenty-five n in lieu of "fifty," before the word "dol
lars." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. · 

Tlle SECRETARY. On page 2, line 1, before the wo1'd " dollars," 
strike out the word " fifty" and insert " seventy-five." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

l\fr. POMERENE. I ask the attention of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] to this bill. I have called up House 
bill 25598, granting a pension to Mrs. Bragg. I asked to ham 
the amount increased from $50 to $100, and that was voted 
down. It is now before the Senate on my proposed amend
ment of $75 a month. 

.l.\Ir. NELSON. Mr. President, I sincerely trust the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio may prevail. Years ago, 
when I was almost a boy, it was my lot to serYe in the legis
lature of the State of Wisconsin with Gen. Bragg. I became 
acquainted with him away back in :i.868 and 18G9. He was · 
then a member of the State senate and I was a member of the 
assembly. He was universally known in those days, and has ' 
been known e-ver since, as a Yery able lawyer, as one of the best 
legislators we had in the State, as a fearless and independent 
man; but whatever other faculties and powers he had, he 
never succeeded in accumulating much of this world's goods. 
When the war came on he joined the Army in one of our Wis
consin regiments. He finally became a brigadier general and 
commander of the noted Iron Brigade. After the war he 
returned to hi-s State and resumed. the practice of his profes
sion; but with all his skill and with all his ability he ne-rer 
a~ I have said, suc-ceeded in accumulating a fortune, and h~ 
died a poor man. 

While Gen. Bragg belonged to a different party from th.e 
party of which I have been 11 member, I ha-re always felt that 
he was one of the noblest and most patriotic of American citi
zens. He died leaving his widow wi~h nothing at all; she lms 
no resources at her command. I think this great country of 
ours ought to be generous to the widow of the commander of 
the great Iron Brigade. I sincerely tTust the Senate will ac
cord her a pension of at least $100 a month. 

M.r. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
Minnesota will realize that the widows of hundrc·ds of generals 
of equal fidelity and character in America with Gen. Bragg 
did not have th-e fortune of having their husbands in the le~is
lature of which the Senator from :Minnesota was a member, and 
I hope tbe Senator will not take adv9.ntage of that fact to allow 
it to weigh <igainst the rights of hundreds of other widows to 
whom we have only granted $50 a month and who would have 
the smne cluim to a greater amount as has the widow of Gen. 
Bragg. I nm simply pleading for equality of treatment of 
those whose conditions are the same. If the Senator would 
look over the large number ·of cases in which we have granted 
special pensions in the lust 10 years he will find that the maxi
mum amount granted was $5-0. He ought not to take one case 
and make an exception of it. 

i\I.r. NELSON. Mr. President, I want, in reply to the Senator, 
to call his attention to the fact that while it may be true that, 
as a general rule, we have only allowed such widows $50 a 
month, yet in most cases the allowance has been to widows 
whose husbands had left them something of an estate. In the 
case of Gen. Bragg be practically left nothing at all and his 
widow has no means or resources of her own whatsoever. 
.More than that, she is an invalid, in Yery poor health; she is 
helpless, and practically has to ha.Ye a nurse to attend 011 and 
wait upon her. She can live but a few yea.rs. In view of her 
condition I submit that in the case of the widow of the com
mander of the ,great Iron Brigade we ought to deal liberally 
and to make an exceptio-q in her favor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the 
amendment striking out " fifty " and inse1~ting " seventy-:fiye." 

The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate .as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 

be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "An act granting a 

pension to Cornelia C. Bragg." 
IMPORTATION A.ND TRANSl'ORTATION OF NURSERY STOCK. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I ask unanimous consent for the pres
ent consideration of Senate bill 4468. 

The PRESIDENT f'ro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a. bill, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill ( S. 4468) to regulate the-Jmportation 
and interstate transportation of nursery stock; to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to appoint a. Federal horticultural 
commission, and to define the powers of this commission in 
establishing and maintaining quarantine distdcts for plant dis
eases and insect pests; to permit and regulate the movement of 
fruits, plants, and vegetables therefrom, and for other purposes. 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. Is that the bill which was read the 
other day? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. That is the bill, Mr. President, which 
was read the other day. · I will say, however, that it was recom
mitted to the committee and the language to which the Senator 
from Utah objected has been eliminated from the bill. Section · 
10 was the portion of the bill to which the Senator objected. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not like to object to the considera
tion of the bill, but I should like to examine it before it is 
passed upon. For that reason I feel impelled to object. 

The PRESIDEJ\"'T pro tempore. The bill is objected to and 
goes over. 

THEODORE SALUS. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill 13938, which is a personal-injury 
case, in which a man's sight was entirely destroyed-a very 
deserv~ng case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Dakota asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a bill, the title of which will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 13938) for the relief of Theo-
dore Salus. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay- to 
Theodore Salus $3,000 for the l.oss of his eyes and other 
physical" injuries received by him in an explosion at Agana, 
is.land of Guam, on February 12, 1906, while he was in the em
ploy of the Government of the United States and in the dis
charge of his duties as a foreman of labor at the town of 
Agana, Island of Guam. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

. WILLIAM WALTERS, .A.LIAS JOSHUA. BROWN. 

lUr. BRISTOW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill ( S. 1562) for the relief of William 
Walters, alias J'oshua Brown. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Cummittee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which bad been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with ac amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and to im.ert : 

That in the administration of the pension laws ~illiam 'Yalters, alias 
Joshua Brown, who was a private of Battery M, First Regunent Unlted 
States Artillery shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
dischar<>ed honorably from the military service of the United States as 
a member of said battery and regiment on the 13th day of September, 
1865 : Provided, That no pension shall· accrue prior to the passage of 
this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. ..._ 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET M'QUADE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill ( S. 6408) for the relief of Margaret 
McQuade. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the ~ill, which had been. re~orted 
from the Committee on Claims with an amend..n1ent, m lme 7, 
after the words " sum of," to strika out " $5,<X>O " and insert 
"$840," so as to make the bill read: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, UD;d he U: 
he1·eby, authorized and directed to pay to Margaret McQuade, widow ?r 
the late Edward McQuade, alias Ed.ward Quade, out of any money m 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. the sum o~ $840 as. compen
sation for the death of the said Edward. McQuade, ahas Edward 9uade, 
caused lly and in the performance of his duties as an employee m the 
Government service in the War Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. 
INTERSTATE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. KENYON. I ask unanimous consent for· the present con
sideration of the bill ( S. 4043) to prohibit interstate commerce 
in intoxicating liquors in certain cases. • 

Mr. PENROSE. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

MEMORIAL AMPHITHEATER .A.T ARLINGTON. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I ask unanimous consent for the pres

ent consideration of the bill ( S. 4780) for the erection of a 
memorial amphitheater at Arlington Cemetery. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

1i!r. SUTHERLAND. I will say, Mr. President, that the bill 
has already been read and certain amendments have been agreed 
to. There is an amendment now pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read. The 
pending amendment will be stated. . 

The SECRET.A.BY. On page 1, line 10, after the word " amphi
theater," it is proposed to insert a comma and the words "in
cluding a chapel." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, a.nd the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for :J. third. reading, read 

the third time, and passed. · 
AUDITOR OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. BRAl-c"'DEGEE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5556) to amend "An act to create 
an Auditor of Railroad Accounts, and for other purposes," ap
proved June 19, 1878, as amended by the acts of Uarch 3, 1881, 
and March 3, 1903, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Interstate Commerce with an amend
ment on page 2, line 11, before the word " upon," to strike out;_ 
"devolve" and insert "devolved," so as to make the bill read: 

•Be it enacted, etc., Tbat tbe duties devolved on the Secretary of the 
Interior by the act of Congress approved June 19, 1878 (20 Stats., p. 
169), entitled "An act to crea te an Auditor of Railroad Accounts, and 
for other purposes," as amended by the act of Consrress approved March 
3, 1887 (21 Stats., p. 40fl), entitled "An act making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and ~udicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30. 18 2. n.nd for other purposes," as 
amended by the act of March 3, 1903 (32 Stats., p. 11lfl), entitled "An 
act making appropriations for sundry civil c penses of the Go>ernmcnt 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes," be. 
and they hereby arc, transferred to and devolved upon the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. l\Ir. Pre ident, I do not wish to be understood 

as objecting to the consideration of the bill, but I really would 
like whoever has it in charge. to indicate the naturn of it. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I will be very glad to do so. The rea
sons for the bill appear in the report, in whicll there is printed 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, to whom the bill 
was referred, stating that the section it is proposed to repeal is 
no longer necessary, because the same duties are required of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in connection with rail
road reports. Tlle Secretary thinks the section of the statutes 
covered uy the bill is no longer useful, and there is no appro
priation for carrying it out. It has been a dead letter for 
years. · 

The bill wus reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRA.:NDEGEE. I ask that the report of the committee 
may be printed in the RECORD to accompany the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that 
order will be made. 

The report submitted by l\fr. BR.A.NDEGEE on May 30, 1912, is 
as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate Commerce, to which the foregoin~ bill 
was referred, having examined the same, recommends that the bill do 

paBsy act of June 19, 1878, railroads were compelled. to file wit~ . the 
Secretary of the Interior once a year a statement showrng the conditions 
of their companies, bot after the organization of the Interstate Com
merce Commission these reports became a mere matter of form, and the 
Secretary of the Interior is of the opinion that they should be made to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. A letter of tile Secretary of I.be 
Interior of date May 13, 1912, is attached and made a part of this 
report. 

DEPART.MEl'>T OF TH.El IN"TERIOR, 
Washingto1i, May 13, 1912. 

Hon. MOSES E. CLAPP, 
Ohair-man Oommittee on Inte1·state Commerce, 
• United States Senate. 

Sm : By your reference of May 8, 1912, the department is in receipt, 
for a report, of S. 5556, entitled: 

" 'An act to create an auditor of railroad accounts, and for other 
purposes,' approved June 1fl, 1878, as amended by the acts of March 3, 
1881 and March 3, 1903 and for other purposes." By tb c act of June 19, 1878 (20 Stats .. lGfl}, the office of auditor 
of railroad accounts was established in this department. The title of 
the position was subsequently changed to commissioner of rail roads, 
and by the act of March 3, 1903, the office of commissioner of rail
roads was abolished, and the duties required by the act of June 19, 
1878 devolved on the Secretary of the Interior. '.rhe only duty now 
performed under the last-mentioned act is to require that the railroad 
companies coming within its purview file with the department on the 
1st day o.f November in each year a report on the " condition of each 
of said railroad companies, their road, accounts. and affairs for the 
fiscal year ending June 30 immediately preceding," as Congress has not, 
since abolishing the office of commissioner of railroads, made an ap
propi·iation to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry into effect 
certain other provisions of the. act, and the present clerical force of 
the Secretary's office is not sufficient, in addition to its other duties, 
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to perform the work. A report to a great extent identical with the 
.one required to b~ made to the department is now made by each rail
road coming under the provisions of the act of 1878 to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, thus resulting in a duplication of work. 

Under the rircumstances, and considering the department has no 
facilities for fully carrying into effect the act of 1878, while the Inter
state Commerce Commission has, it is believed that S. 5556 should be 
enacted into law, and I so recommend. 

Very respectfully, 
WALTER L. FISHER, Secretary. 

IMPORTS FOR EXHIBITION PURPOSES. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am directed by the Committee 
on Finance, to which was referred the bill (S. 7339) to provide 
for the entry under bond of exhibits of arts, sciences, and indus
tries. to report it without amendment. i ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of thP. 
Whole, proceeded to -consider the bill. It provides that all 
articles which shall be imported from foreign countries for the 
sole purpose of exhibition at expositions of the arts, sciences, 
and industries and products of the soiJ, mine, and sea, to be 
held in expositions to be held by the Merchants and Manufac
turers' Exchange of New York, in the buildings in the city of 
New York owned or controlled by the Merchants and l\1anu
facturers' Exchange, a corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of New York, upon which there shall be a tariff or 
customs duty, shall be admitted free of the payment of such 
duty, customs, fees, or charges, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but that it shall b~ 
lawful at any time during the exposition to sell, for delivery. 
at the close thereof, any goods or property imported for and 
actually on exhibition in the exposition buildings, subject to 
such regulations for the security of the revenue and for the 
collection of import duties as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe, and provides that all such articles, when sold or 
withdrawn for consumption or use in the United States, shall be 
subject to the duty, if any, imposed upon such articles by the 
revenue laws in force at the date of withdrawal; and that on 
articles which shall have suffered diminution or deterioration 
from incidental handling and necessary exposure the duty, if 
paid, shall be assessed according to the appraised value-at the 
time of withdrawal for ·consumption or use; and the penalties 
prescribed by law shall be enforced against any person guilty of 
any illegr.l sale or withdrawal. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WESTON, W. VA. 
Mr. WATSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con

sideration of the bill ( S. 6341) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Weston, W. Va. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word " exceed," to sh·ike out 
"one hundred" and insert "seventy-five," so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, 
or otherwise, a site and cause to be e1·ected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults and heating and ventilating apparatus, for 
the use and accommodation of the United States post office, in the town 
of Weston, W. Va., the cost of the same not to exceed $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
. The . bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 

amend.merit was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. _ POMERENE. Mr. President, on May 14 I introduced 
Senate bill 6810, which I had intended to offer as a substitute 
for the bill ( S. 957) relating to bills of lading, which is now 
on the calendar. Since that date there have been several 
amendments or changes deemed advisable, and I now ask to · 
have that bill reprinted with those amendments and that it lie 
on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro . tempore. Without objection, that or
der will be made. 

THE PANAMA CANAL. 
Mr. BRA:t\TDEGEE. Mr. President, it is now so late that I 

will not ask for the regular order; but I want to put into 
the RECORD a statement I made the other day concerning the 
sovereignty of this country on the Canal Zone, • which was 
incorporated in the midst of the speech of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. I ask unanimous consent that 
that may be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that or
der will be made. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 
Mr: BRANDEGEJ'l. Mr. President, the other day in to\lching-incidentally 

upon this question of the sovereignty of the United States in the Canal 
Zone, the Senator fro:n Missouri (hlr. REED] and I had a colloquy. I 
told the Senator that I would put into the RECORD, as soon as I could 
find it, the utterance of President Taft in connection with that matter. 
I take occasion now to read vet·y briefly from the bearings before the 
Committee on Interocean.ic Canals of the Senate under date of April 
18, U>06, from the statement of the Hon. William H. Taft, then Secre
tary of War. At page 2526 of said hearings, he .states : 

"Article ~ of the treaty provides as follows : 
"'The Republic of Panama grants to the United States all the rights, 

power, and s.uthority within the zone mentioned and described in article 
2 of this agreement and within the limits of all auxiliary lands and 
waters mentioned and described in said article 2 which the United 
States would possess and exercise if it were the sovereign of the terri
tory within which M.id lands and waters are located, to the entire 
exclusion of the exercise by the Republic of Panama of any such sov
ereign rights, power, or authority.'" 

'l'hen he continues : 
" It is peculiar in· not conferring sovereignty directly upon the United 

States, but in giving to the United States the powers which it would 
have if it were sovereign." 

He italicizes the words "if it were sovereign.'' 
"This gives rise to the obvious implication that a mere titular sover

eignty is reserved in the Panama Government. Now, I agree that to 
the Anglo-Saxon mind a titular sovereignty is like what Gov. Allen, of 
Ohio, once characterizP.d mi a 'barren ideality,' but to the Spanish or 
Latin mind, poetic and sentimental, enjoying the intellectual refinements 
and dwelling much on names and forms, it is by no means unimportant. 
Therefore, when the question of the form of stamp was to be determined 
I had not the slightest hesitation in yielding to the view that we 
should adopt the system which for a time Gen. Davis had himself 
adopted before he got United States stamps of merely purchasing the 
Panama stamps and crossing them with the words ' Canal Zone.' I d6 
not know that it is necessary for me to go through the various provi
sions of the order of December 3. I have discussed them at length in 
my letter transmitting the annual report of the commission for 1904, 
and it is printed on ;Jagcs 2~92 t.o 2410 of this record. 

" The order, in effect. required that all importations into the Isthmus 
of merchandise, except those admitted free of duty for the Government 
of the United States or its employees under the treaty, should ·be en
tered at the Panama ports instead of at the United States ports in order 
that the Panamans might collect duty on them and thus maintain their 
revenues. This, however, was on condition that they should reduce 
their duties from 15 per cent ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem. I 
deemed it of great importance that the Panama Republic should be self
supporting. Fre~ tr::o.de between the zone and the Republic was de
clared. The existence of the terminal ports of the canal as ports of 
the United States for clearing and entering by foreign vessels was recog
nized. Without waiting to determine whether the Government of 
Panama would fail in its duty to enforce the sanitary orilinances in 
Panama and Colon prescribed by the United States, as was probable, 
the Republic turned over to the United States authorities immediate 
right to enforce the same. The postal rate from Panama to the United 
States and from the United States to Panama . was made 2 cents, the 
stamp in the zoue being the Panaman stamp crossed with the words 
' Canal Zone.' " 

That is put in to fulfill my promise to the Senator from Missouri. 
l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. I also ask to hnse printed in the RECORD 

a· statement of the Commissioner of Navigation concerning the 
receipts of the Suez Canal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, permis
sion is granted. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 
DEPARTME:N'T OF COAI:!'.iERCE AND LABOR, 

BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, July ~, 1912. 

Hon. FRANK B. BRANDEGEE, 
United States Senate, Washingt01i, D. 0. 

MY DEAR SENATOR : The annual meeting of the shareholders of the 
Suez Canal Co. was held at Paris on June 3, 19.12. I inclose a copy of 
the financial statement of the company for the calendar year 1911, as 
made at this recent annual meeting, compared with the statement for 
1910 which was printed in my annual report. Possibly it may be of 
interest to you. 

Faithfully, yours, E. T. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Commissioner. 

SUEZ MARITillE CAN.AL CO. 

Operating account/or 1910 and 1911. 

Expenses. 

Contractual: 
Interest and redemption 5 per cent bonds ... ___ . _ ...... _. __ ................ _ ... _ 
Interest and redemption 3 per cent bonds, first series ....... __ . __ ............. _ .. 
Interest and redemption 3 per cent bonds, second series ....... _ .. _ ... __ . _____ .. . 
Interest and redemption 3 per cent bonds, third series ...... __ . : ~ ______ . _: _. _ .. . 

{,~a;1r~1i~e;y;~:m oo~e~-erii: : ~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Pension to family of M. Ferdinand de Lesseps .... , .............. _ ••..•••• ; _ •... 

1910 

Francs. 
10,091,525. ()() 
1,223, 180. ()() 
3, 696, 290. 00 

312,865.00 
110,034..20 
30,000.00 

120,000. ()() Francs. 
15, 583, 894. 20 

1911 

Francs. 
10, 093, 781. 2.5 

~:~:~J:&g 
314, 755. ()() 

97,980. 70 
30, 000.00 

120, 000. 00 Francs . 
----- 15, 576, 231. 93 
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Operating accoum for 1910 and 1911-Conttnued. 

Expenses. 1910 1911 

EXJJenses of administration: 
France-

General administration ••.••.••.••.•••••••.. -·.-···· •••••••.••••••• ··--·-···-Salaries and various expenses of administration. ••••••••••. _______________ _ 
Egypt-

Salaries and various expenses of administration, including sanitation__ ___ _ 

Lands held jointly: · 
Salaries and various expenses or administration. •••• ------····--·-····-------
Expenses of cultivation, etc· ••••••• ··-···-·-·-· •• ········-------------------· 

, 
Transit and navigation: 

Salaries and various expenses or admlnlstration •• --··· ----------------------
Expenses oI operation • ••••..••••• ·--···-··--------------------------

Company's land: 
Salarles and various expenses ofadm.inistration •• ___ ··------------
Expenses of cultivation. etc--···-·-··--·········-------------------

Fresh-water works: 
PortSaid-

Salaries and various expenses of administra.tlon. __ --------------··· 
Expenses of operation ••••••.•.••••.• ---···--------------------------

lsmailia-
Salaries and varions expenses o Jadministration.------------------------
Expenses of operation ••••••. ---------···----·······--------------------

Suez-

Frrmcs. 
74,..774.33 

261, 53:). Tl 

Salaries and various expenses of administration.. ________________________ · c,51Jl.9J 

Expenses ol operation •••. ·-·--·-·--------····------·---------------- 104,93!1.25 

Repairs or canal and accessories._·-···--·--·-------·-------------------------

Carrie'ai~a~~~J =~~~ng.iund8~--------------·-----------------------
Sink:ing fund •••.•. ·-·._. __ •• __ ·------·-·--------------- •. ----·---· 
Insurance.and contingent fund ••••.•• ~---·--···----------.---------·---

Grand total·-·····-·····-········-···-···-···-----·-·-------------------

Recei'pts. 

Fiscal administration: 

Francs. 
368,260.78 
998,422.51 

908,459..57 

148,555.39 
188,456.93 

1 335, 013.37 

2,.2'll,58L 2t 
1,.341, 913. OJ 

61,92il.33 
676,716.93 

Investments or available funds - •• -- -- ••• ---·------------- __________________ ., __________________ _ 

~J:yn= ~~ts· tiaii · ii6.;emm.en.i· iiiicier -aire0iri0il.t-c;iFeb:-CTuai';-rm:~-ciitt;;tmlliY-
line from Port Sai~ Isma.llia ..••... ·-------····-----------------------------------------

Francs. 
2,275,142.89 

167,506.69 . 

3, 613, 49!. 3) 

138,637. 2J 

641,294..54 
4, 863, G32.65 

211 883r602. 56 
4; 000, 000. o:> 

31,883,60-55 

l!HJ 

'Francs. 
;!2,985.14 
290,089.13 

52,404. 81 
74,670.42 

50,332.-U 
99,308.19 

Francs. 
405,832.43 
933,129.63 

964,544.64 

147,180.85 
133,551.66 

280, 732.51 

2, 417, 376. 67 
lJ 592, 560. 47 

67,290.14 
649,314. 03 

373,!Y71.27 

127,075. 26 

149,640.65 

4, 000, 000. O'.l 
.OJ 

1911 

Francs. 
2, 208, 523. 24. 

16, 782.-05 

120,000.0() 

. Deduct expenses oI transmitting funds from Egypt and England to 1i'mnce-------------------- 2,270, 993.40 
200,63!L87 Frrmt:3.. 

2,345,305.29 
116,945.17 

2,070.358.53 1------
Lan~~~~ -•••••••• ·---- ••• ·-----------····-·--- -------- --------------------------------

Sale of lands. .••••• ·-·-·-···-·······------------------------------------·---------------

Transit and navigation: 

~;;,c:~-~- . -- ... ·-----.. ·-.. ----- ------------·------------------------------------------
Passenger tolls •••••• --- ··-----·· --------------------------~-----------------------
Sailing vessels •••..•.•••.•••••.•••• ----------------------------------------------------

§~~~~:~~~~:_:~~~::m~:~i~~~~=::::m:~J:~=:::::=~t 

14,!H7.75 
302,065.82 

317,013.58 
2.53,078. 02 1------

Fraru;s. 
2, 303, 506. 7rJ 

140,365.23 

4,00J,937. H 

716,604. 17 

649, 790.19 
5, 729, 293.16 

245,457.77 

29, 171, 192. 34. 
4, 000, 000. OJ 

33, 171, 192. 31 

Franc8. · 
2,228,359.12 

.t)S, 506 .. 79 

~~E~~~;~~~~e0~?~~d-Diii00nanoo~---------------------------------------------~ 

~,651,903.34 
109,050.00 
34,05L37 

329,410.2a 
61,840.25 

219,.957.13 

I33,869,848.tr5 
1.23, 795. OrJ 
96,630.58 

375,933.33 
59,393. 74 

237,452..65 
130, 406,217.35 ,_ ____ _ 

145,042.8'.) 
13!,-'163, 053. 93 

172,148.4' 

Port Said •••• ---· :.. •••.•.•.•••.•.•••••.•.••••• --- ••• --------------------------·····-·--------------. 
Ism.ailia •••...•• ····-·-·-·- •••.••.• _ .•••.•...•.•.••• ····---·--------------------------------------·. 
Suez •••••....••••••••.•.•.•••.•.•••••••••.• -----------------------------------------------------

526,351.53 
24,197.83 

213,332.53 
1------

~ac~i:: ;:~~~ ·.: :.::: :: : : ::::::::::::::: ::::: ::::: :::::::::::::: ____ :_--:_:::::::=::::==== =: 

Expen~~a~l=~ii :~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:::=:=:::.::::--::::::::::~~ 
Interest and retirement of shares (consolidated coupons)-------------------------------------
Interest and retirement of capital stock •..• ·-·············-···-······-···----------"·----------

Excess or receipts ••••.........•. _ .•.••••••••••••••••• ·-······------------------------------------------
3 per cent allotted to statutory reserve .••• ·--·-----------·-----------------------------------

Carried from 1909-10 ••••••••••••••••••• ···-·· -----····-··· : ·--------------------; ----------------- ------

Deduct extraordlnary reserve .•••••.••.• ··---- •••••. __ ----------------------·····----------------- --- -

Carry to 1911-12- -······················-····················-----------------···-------~----- --·--· 

Profit available for distribution ........... : ...................... ......................•..... - ....... _. 

31, 883, 602. 53 
1, 800, 015. 2ii 

10, 080, 350. OD 

~,599.42 
a2,46S.m 

175, 750.05 
';"63, 892. 04 1------
47, 334. 01 
18,239. 33 

133, 704, 212. 0) 
33, 171, 192. 34 
1,800,045.0J 

10, 080, 525. OJ 
43~ 763, 967. 81 1------
89, 940, 244. 23 

2, 698, 207. 33 

'in' 242, 036. 96 
403,211. 3j 

'in; 045, 248. 31 
5,000,000.00 

82, 645, 248. 31 ' 
218,206.05 

82, 427, 042. 2.3 

m,Sli.oo 
SSi-341..'5 

138, 038, 22l 7' 

45,051, 762.3l 

92, 986, 462. 40 
2, 789,593.87 

90, 196, 868. 53 
21 , 206.06 

90, 415, 074 .. 59 
3, 000, 000. 00, 

87,415,074.5:1 
339,581. 64 

lHaJl of this sum being charged to canal company. 'Expenses above closed aeeonnts. " One-half of this sum go23 to the canal company. 

'• 
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Assets and liabilities on Dec. Si, 1910 and 1911. 

Assets. 1910 

Francs. Amounts representing net cost of the Suez Maritime Call.31 to Dec. 31, 1910: 
Total investment c.ccord.ing to annual statement, Dee. 311 1909-10 ....... . 6411, 0?....5, 098. GS 
Investments in enlnrgementandlmproveme!lt ofthecana..i during 1910-11 10, 153, 172. 5S 

656, 178, 271. 26 
Fluctuating and fixed assets: 

Headquarters
f.ltfi.ce building of compe.ny at Paris ••••••.•..••••.•••••••••.•••.•••• 
Furnituro .•..................•.............. . ...................... . 

Lands-
Lands, value .•••••••..•.•.•..•••••••.••••.......••..••••••.••••.•..• 
Chattels ••••••••••.•..•....•••.•.••••••••••.••••••..•.•••••••••.••••• 
Bnildings •................•..............•.•.......•.....•.•..••.••. 
Supplies and implements •..••••••••.••••.••.•••• _ •.•••.•••••••••.••• 

Transit and navigation-
Chattels, etc ..............•.•.....•..••...••.••••.•...•.•...•.....•.. 
Materials and tools in use •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Repairs , marerials, and warehOuses-
Chatrels ••• - -- - - . - -- - - - . -- •• ---- •. -- ----------------------- ------ - -- -
Materials and tools in use .•...............•...•...•.•.•...•.....•.... 
Miscellaneous supplies .•....•. _ .•.. ___ •.•.•.•••••••.•.• _ •••••.••••••• 

Waterworks o.t Port Said, Ismailia, and Snez-
Miscellaneous .•................ __ ... _ .........•.•...•...•••...••••.• 
Conduits, reservoirs, and apparatus (supplies) ..•..•....•••......... 

~~~~<l~!~y ~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Francs. 
\~4,921. 7! 

ventory. 

Inventory. 
Inventory. 

12, 763, 815. 75 
lOS,518. 19 ....__ ____ _ 

Inventory. 
2,388, 107. 9J 

Inventory. 
42, 723, 127. 45 
4, 503, 749. 3J , _____ _ 
Invent.ory. 

3, 958, 750. 05 

741,342.43 
2, 776, 267.12 

Francs. 

Francs. 
1, 174, 921. 7-1 __ ___ .; ________ 

1, 174, 921. 74 

13.487,395. 2J 
106.518. H 

12,870,333.91 

2,415,952. 77 
2,338,107.9) 

43, 241, 418. 54 
4, 141, 230. 02 

47, 231,876. 83 

3, 958, TaO. 03 
5, 450, 663. 83 

------
570,243.65 

2, 578, 855. 33 
3,517, 609. 55 

71, 141, 6().J.12 
------

727,Sl9,871.3S 
Cash and available resources: 

18, 167, 9J3. 22 
11, 442, 949. 82 
59, 016, 9;;9. 77 

802,821. 23 
10, 432, 125. 82 

Cash, bank balances, and credits .••••••••••..•.. • •...•.•.....•..••..••.. 
Amounts brought forward .........•..•........•... _____ .........•.•••.. 
Bills, acceptances, and long-rerm investments .•.•...........•••..••.••. 
Main agency in Egypt. __ .................... _ ............. . ..... __ .... . 
Various amounts due ........•....•••...•. __ ............•........•... __ _ 
Checks ....... --- ····--·.: ----- --- ---- ·• --- · •• · · · · • -- · · · · - - · · · · · · · · · ··••· 703, 48(). 02 

100, 571, 249. 83 
-------

827, 891, 121. 2'.i 

Liabilities. 1910 

Capital stock, 400,cioo shares, at 500 francs, of whicb-

~ed::~:J!~ii6;~::~·1W1~~e7c~~·~:_-_-_:::: ::: : : :: :: ::: : : ::: :::::: ::::: ::: :::::::::::::::::::: , ______ _ 
Consolidation of arrears of interest, 400,0ll:> debantnro bonds, at 85 fraLtC'3: 

In circulation, 1910, 374,960; 1911, 372,531. ••••••...•.•.•.•..•..•.•.•.. ----------- •••••••.•••.• _ ••. 
Redeemed, 1910, 25,040; 1911, 27,459 •..... __ ......••••. __ •. _ •.•••.•.•••••••• _ ••••. ----------··· .•.• 

Francs. 
189, 710, 50-J. 00 
10, 289, 50J. OJ LFrancs. 

,()()J,000.0J 

31, 871, GJ:>. OJ 
2, 12S, 4JJ. OJ 

-------
Loan of 1867-8, 333,333 bonds issued, at 300 francs: 

ifea:~£,01~i~~;fio!~J1i;~3~~~:_-_-_-_-_:::::::: :: : : :: :: ::::: ::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::: :::: 
34, OOJ, 000. 00 

33, s16, 9JJ. ro 
65, 183,0DJ.0{) 

Loan of1871, 120,000thirty-year debentur"e b:>nds, at 100 francs, redoomej .•. -------------······------------
Loan of 1880, 73,026 three per cent bonds, first series, issued at various amounts: 

99, 999, 900. 00 
12,0J0,000.00 

In circulati-On, 1910, 63,~; 1911, 62,944 ..•••..... _. _ ... __ ••.. •.. -----------------------·-········
Redeemed, 1910, 9,540; 1911, 10,032 .•...... _ ....•..... _ .•. ·········----·········-················ .. 

Loan of 1887, 238,964 three per cent bonds, soo:md series, issuej at various a.m:mnts: 

~~~:~~0l?1J;~~!lf;·{iti, ~~Mi.2:3.2:~~~_-_-_-_ -_ -. : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : :: : ::: ::: :: :: :::::::::::::::::: :::::: 

Loan of 1909, 13,098 3 per cent bonds, third series, issued at various amount3: 

~e~:{3J,0fii·15~~~im; iii!: .1.2:~:::::: :::: :: : ::: : : : : : :: ::: : :: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Sinking fund .•••.•...•.•...•... ------------ ••••.... ____ __ __ • __ ••••. ____ ------------------------······_ 
Insurance and contingent fund .••.• ___ .. . : ..• •• _ ...•.• ___ ._ ••••••. __ ------------------------------ .. _ 

Applied t.o construction or improvement of can~L •.•••••.•••• --------- -------------------------·-···· 

ii~e~ Ci~e for the p~~ent of 15 per cent Egyptian Government ••••••.•..•..•••••...•.•••.... 

~~~;~~~!it!::~:o:~~~::: :~ :~: ::: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: :::: ::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Profit and loss: 

~f~~~~~~01=ar;ti,°i!}~·fo9/~~-_-::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Cnrried over to 1911-12 .•......... __ ..•...•...•..•..••••..• .•.. .•.• _ •••.•.••..•..•.••.•.•...••••...•... 

23, 472, i2J. 9j 
3,527,231.9J 

97' 501, 633. 03 
2, 4:17, S.34. 23 

5, 957, 15-J. 32 
227,977.63 

57, 776,910. 73 
1,500,00'J.OO 

!--------

2,153,573.05 
ZI, 375,032. 50 

. 31, 523, GlO. 56 
4, 435, 619. 72 

233,37"3.47 
2, 450, 959. 5D 
6, 564, 736. 04 

82, 427, 0-H. 25 
29, 577, 464. 78 

26, 999, 961. 85 

99, 99J, 537. 31 

6, 195, 123. 00 

479, 194,527.16 

59, 276, 9li). 73 
151, 174,3'.l7.30 

fb"J, 645, 745. 19 
34, 953, 293 . 25 
5,00J,()()().OO 

45, 214, 299. 29 

52, 849, 577. 47 
218,206. 06 

827' 891, 121. 26 

9553 

1911 

Francs. 
(i56' 178' 271. 26 

5,855,289. 07 

002, 033, 560. 33 

Franc.~. 
l,174,92L7! 

13,593,913A3 
_,/ 

2,ili,952. 71 

47,382. MB. 55 

5,450,651.83 

3, 149,049. 9J 
73, 167, 210. 37 

735, 2'.)i), 770. 7i) 

21, 763, 207. 76 
5,453,628.35 

65, 015, 303. 81 
2,057, 932. 22 

13,120,848.05 
308, 277. 65 

107, 719, 200. Si 

842, 919, 971. 5i 

1911 

Francs. 
189, 115, 50-J. OJ 
10, 884, 5'.Xl. 00 Fra~s. 

200, OO'J, OOJ. OJ 

31, 655, 133. OJ 
2, 334, 835. OJ 

34, 000, 000. 00 

21),9J8,2.JO.OJ 
70, 001, 70J. O:> 

99, 999, 9o:J. OJ 
12, 000, 000. OJ 

23,272,335.83 
3,727,625.9) 

26, 9'}), 96L 83 

97, 3.33, 03:!. 21 
2, 666, 4n. 10 

99, 9;)J, 537. 31 

5, 932, 233 13 
345,673. 87 

6, 273, 955. OJ 

47~' 273, 365. 16 
62, 223, 935.63 
1,50J,00).0J 

63, 723, 935. 63 
151, 174,307.3) 

&.H, 176, fk>S. ro 
37, 752,&37. u 
8,00'J,0'30.0J 

2,353, 153.14 
29,32(), 293. 73 

31, 673, 456. 92 
4, 436, 61'3. 72 

43,5J-1.39 
2, 618, 2S9. S-1 
6,37.5, 9J5. fi5 

45, 152, 855. 5~ 

87, 075, 49:?. 95 
26, 577, 464. 73 

57. 498, 028. 17 
339,581. 64 

842, 919, 971. 54 
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Statutory division of profits. 

1910 1911 

, Francs. Francs. 

~Eg~ fil4i~~i'~L::~~::::: ::::::~~:~~=~~:~~: ::~ :~: ::::::~:::::::::>:::::::: :::::: ::: ;::::: :: : ::: :::::: ~~i~! 11mim:E 
2 prAr cent to the employees ....•........ - . . . . . . • . • . . • • . • . . . . . . . . . • . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . • •• . • • • . • . • •. • • . • • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1, 643, 540. 85 1, 741, 509. 86 

1~~~~~~11~~~~~~ 

Total .....•...••.. - ••••...•••••...•.••••••.•••••••••.••••••.••.• ·-·. • •• • ••• • • •• •• . •• . . • • • • • • • •••••••.••.•. •• . • • . . • • . . . . •• • • . • . . 82,427,042. 25 87,0~, 492. 95 

MARY E. QUINN. 

Mr. PEI\TROSE obtained the floor. 
M.r. McCUMBER. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn

sylvania yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. PENROSE. I rose to make a motion to adjourn, but 

the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCUMBER] informs me 
that he desires an executive session, and I will therefore with
hold the motion. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I move-
Mr. ORA WFORD. Mr. President--
Mr. McCUMBER. I will withhold the motion to accommo-

date the Senator from South Dakota. . 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, there is one more bill, in

volving a claim for personal injury, which will only take a 
moment to consider. It is a very deserving case, and I should 
like to have it considered. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 644) for the 
relief of Mary E. Quinn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay. to 
Mary E. Quinn, whose husband, .Tames H. Quinn, was fatally 
injured by an accident at the Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, 
Mass., $1,500. · 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After four minutes- spent 
iii executive session the doors were_ reopened. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I move that when the Senate adjuurns to-
day it be to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to ; and (at 5 o'clock and 46 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, .July 
25, 1912, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

CO~FIRM.A.TIONS. 

FJ:vecutive nominations confirrnea ~Y the Senate July 24, 191'2. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. William Edward Wyatt Hall to be captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from August 23, 1910, to fill the vacancy created .Tune 19, 1912, 
by the retirement of Capt. .John Ernest Reinburg. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

D. Lawrence Groner to be United_ States attorney for the 
eastern district of Virginia'. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stephen Doherty to be a lieutenant. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John T. G. Stapler to be a lieutenant,_ 
Ensign Jonas H. Ingram to be a lieutenant (junior grade): 
Asst. Paymaster Richard H. Johnston to be a passed assistant 

paymaster. 
The following-named commanders to be captains: 
Joseph Strauss, 
Edward W. Eberle, and 
William W. Gilmer. 
Lieut. Commander Orton P . .Jackson to be a commander. 
Lieut. Sinclair Gannon to be a lieutenant commander. 
The following-named . ensigns to be lieutenants (junior 

grade) : · 
James McC. Murray, 
i;teuben R. Smith, 
Grattan C. Dichman, 

Harry .A.. McClure, and 
Samuel A. Clement. 
Asst. Surg. Tharos Harlan to be a passed assistant surgeon. 

POSTMASTERS. 

COLOR.ADO, 

Edwin R. Heflin, De Beque. 
IOWA. 

Edwin H. Wilson, Cedar Falls. 
MISSOURL 

L. H. .T ohnson, Kennett. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

William H. Workman,. Bowman. 
l'ENNSYLV ANIA. 

.T. W. Houck, Clymer. 
SOUTH DA.KOTA. J 

Leonard T. Hoaglin, Platte. 
William P . .Joseph, Wagner .. 

VIRGINIA.. 

.John H. Ingram, Charlotte Court ·House. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 134, 1912. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., oft'ered the fol

lowing prayer : 
0 Thou to Whom we are responsible for every act, quicken, 

we beseech Thee, our conscience and clarify our spiritual vision, 
that we may make straight our paths by the absolute truth 
of our speech and tlie rectitude of our behavior, that peace 
and righteousness may possess our souls now and always. Ih 
the spirit of the world's great Exemplar. .A.men_ 

The .T ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. CR.A. VENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 
H~ R. 4012. An act to authorize the exchange of certain lands 

with the State of Michigan. 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 

the following titles : · 
S. 7027. An act to prohibit the importation and the interstate 

transportation of films or other pictorial representations of 
prize fights, and for other purposes; and 

S. 4948. An act relating to inherited estates in the Five Civi· 
lized Tribes in Oklahoma. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY. 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the un
finished business is the bill (H. R. 18787) relating to the limita
tion of the hours of daiJy service of laborers and mechanics 
employed upon a public work of the United States and of the 
District of Columbia, and of all persons employed in construct
ing, maintaining, or improving a river or harbor of the United 
States and of the District of Columbia. 

ASSISTANCE AND SALVAGE AT SEA. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 23111) to carry into 
effect provisions of an international con"fention for the unifica
tion of certain rules with respect to assistance and salvage at 
sea, and to take up a similar Senate bill, S. 4930, from tho 
Speaker's table and to consider and pass the same. I do not 
think there is any objection to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
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Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, reserving the. 

right to t5bject, I would like to have some idea of how long it 
would take to dispose of the proposition presented by the gen
tleman from fissouri? 

Mr. SULZER. It will take only a couple of minutes. 
Mr. KENDALL. It will not be a contested matter. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I will say that there is no objec

tion to the request of the gentleman from Missouri so far as 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs is concerned. The House bill 
was considered by that committee and was to be reported favor- · 
ably, but was held in the committee pending advices from the 
Belgian Government through the State Department. We now 
have advices that ratifications of the treaty have been deposited 
with the ·Belgian Government, and hence this bill should be 
passed at the earliest possib1e moment. It is a meritorious 
measure. There can be no substantial objection to its present 
consider a ti on. 

Mr. FOS'l'ER. .Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would llke to inquire why the great J:mrry for passing this on 
Calendar Wednesday. It seems to me that we ought not to 
mutilate Calendar Wedne day too much. 

The SPEAKER The Chair will make this statement on hie; 
own account: Ordinarily he would not permit any business of 
this kind or any other kind to come up and crowd out Calendar 
Wednesday, eTen for five minutes; but we are reaching the end 
of the session-that is, we hope so [applause]-and these mat
ters which are easy to dispose of in short order, it seems to 
the Chair, should be taken up. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would inquire of the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr . .ALEXANDER], what the great hurry to pass 
this bill this morning is? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, there is nf) great hurry to 
pass the bill this morning, except that at this late date in the 
session it is important that this legislation should be enacted 
into law. I consulted the gentlemen who 'have the call to-day, 
and they said if it did not take more than a few minutes they 
would not object. I am not trying to obstruct the business of 
Calendar Wednesday and simply wish to get the bill through if 
possible, because it is one of great importance and has been 
pending for some time. The bill has ah·eady passed the Senate 
and is on the Speaker's table. It will not take more than a 
minute to pass it. 

Mr. KENDALL. .A. similar bill was favorably considered by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. of the House. 

1\Ir. ALEXANDER. Yes; favorably considered, two months 
ago. 

Mr. BUCIIANA.N. But, Mr. Speaker, we would like to know 
something about the time the bill will take. 

l\fr. ALEXANDER. I do not think it will take five minutes, 
unless some one wants to discuss it. If it takes too much time, 
I shall withdraw the request. -

Mr. SULZER. No one, so far as I know, wants to discuss it. 
It will take only a minute to pass it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
:Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, as I 

understand it the request is to take the Senate bill from the 
Speaker's table? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I think_ the bill 

should be reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 4930) to harmonize the national law of salvage with the 

provisions of the international convention for the unification of certain 
rules with respect to assistance and salvage at sea, and for other pur
poses. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the right to remuneration for assistance or 

salvage services shall not be affected by common ownership of the ves
sels rendering and receiving such assistance or salvage services. 

SEC. 2. That the master or person in charge of a vessel shall so far 
as he can do so without serious danger to bis own vessel: crew 
or passengers, render assistance to every person who is found at 
sea in danger of being lost; and if be fails to do so, he shall, upon con
viction, be liable to a penalty of not exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment 
for a term not exceeding two yearn, or both. 

SEC. 3. That salvors of human life, who have taken part in the serv
ices rendere~ on the occasion of the accident giving rise to salvage are 
entitled to a fair share of the remuneration awarded to the salvors of 
the vessel, her cargo, and accessories. 

SEC. 4. That a suit for the recovery of remuneration for rendering 
assistance or salvage services shall not be maintainable if brought later 
than two years from the date when such assistance or salvage was ren
dered, unless the court in which the suit is brought shall be satisfied 
that during such period there bad not been any reasonable opportunity 
of arresting the assisted or salved vessel within the jurisdiction of the 
court or within the territorial waters of the country in which the libel
ant resides or bas bis principal _place of business. 

SEC. 5. That nothing in this act shall be construed as applying to 
ships of war or to Government sh ips appropriated exclusively to a pub
lic service. 

SEC. 6. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after 
July 1, 1D12. 

.Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, still reserving the right to object, 
I understand from the gentleman that this bill is to carry out 
the terms of an international conference and that it meets the 
appro-rnl of the State Department and also of the Bureau of 
Navigation of the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

.Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 
Mr. SULZER. That is correct. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from 1\.lissouri? [.After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The Clerk will again report the bill by title. 

The Clerk again reported the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from 1\Iissouri 

is to discharge the Committee on Foreign Affairs from further 
consideration of the House bill H. R. 23111 and to take up the 
bill S. 4930 and consider the same. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 

Senate bill. 
· The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALEXANDER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The bill H. R. 23111 was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print 

in the RECOBD in connection with this matter a letter from the 
Secretary of State and advices from the Belgian Government. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
The letter and advices are as follows: 

The Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 

DEP .ARTMENT OJJ' STA.TEl, 
Washington, Jul11 11, 1912. 

Chairman Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

SIR : Referring to the department's letter of the 17th ultimo, in 
regard to the bill H. R. 23111, now under consideration by your 
committee, " To carry into e1Iect the provisions of a convention for the 
unification of certain rules with respect to assistance and salvage at 
sea," I have the honor to inclose for your information in connection 
with the matter a translation of a note from the Belgian minister at 
this capital. 

I have the honor to be, sir, 
Your obedient servant, P. C. KNOX. 

(lnclosure : from Belgian minister, July 6, 1912 .. ) 

(Translation.) 
LEGATIO~ OB' BELGTUM, 

Washi11gton., July 6, 19te. 
His Excellency the Hon. PHILANDER CHASE KNOX, 

Secreta r y of State, at Washington. 
Mr. SECRETARY OF STATE : The international conventions with respect 

to collisions and t9 assistance and salvage at sea which were signed at 
Brussels, September 23, 1912, contain in articles 16 and 18, respec
tively, the following provisions as to their ratifi~ation and going into 
e1Iect: 

"The present convention shall be ratified. 
".At the expiration of the term of one year at the latest from the 

date of the signature of the convention the Belgian Government will 
enter into communication with such Governments of the high contract
ing parties as shall have declared their readiness to ratify it, to the 
end of coming to a decision as to whether it is proper to put it into 
force. 

" The ratifications will, the case arising, be immediately deposited at 
Brussels, and the convention will go into effect one month thereafter. 

"The protocol will remain opened for another year to the Stat~s rep
resented at the Brussels conference. After that period they could but 
adhere in accordance with the provisions of article 15 (17)." 

As is known, the reason why the formality of ratification was deferred 
is that in many of the signatory countries the conventions could not 
receive legislative sanction in good time. 

It appears from the information in the hands of the King's Govern
ment that a certain number of powers are now in position to ratify 
the conventions. 

They are Germany, Belgium, the United States of America (as re
gards the convention relative to salvage, the collision conventions not 
having yet secured legislative approval), Great Britain (His Britannic 
Majesty's Government would at the same time adhere for British India, 
the Crown colonies and protectorates possessing sea coasts, Cyprus, 
and the South African Union), Greece, Mexico, Roumania, and Russia. 

Several of these countries have even expressed a desire to be allowed 
to deposit their ratifications at this time. 

It would thus seem that the time bas come to take up the question 
of putting the conventions into force. The King's Government believes 
it may suggest the date of October 1 next to that effect . The ratifica
tions should then, under the provisions quoted above, be deposited one 
month earlier; the protocol of deposit of ratifications would bear date 
September 1, 1912. 

According to the information obtained by the King's Government it 
seems certain that countries other than those above nametl, France 
notably, will be in a position to ratify the conventions before September 
1. In any event, in accordance with the provisions above referred to, 
the protocol will remaln open for one year to the signatory powers 
which could not ratify on that date. 

The King's Government indulges the hope that the dates above indi
cated will meet with the approval of the American Government, and 
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tbnt it will be able, on the 1st day of September next. to ratify not 
only the salvage convention, but also that dealing with collisions. 

I have been instructed by my Government to forward this communi-
cation to your excellency. · 

I embrace this opportunity, Mr. Secretary of State, to offer to your 
excellency the assurances of my highest consideration. 

El. HAVE~ITH. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up 
the bill . (H. R. 20728) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and 
ask unanimous consent to disagree to the amendments of the 
Senate and ask for a conference thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the Indlan appropria
tion bill, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
.A bill (H. R. 20728) making appropriations for the current and con

tingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1913. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks to disagree 
to the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, it 
lrill take an hour or more to report the amendments, which I 
do not think will be necessary. I will say to the gentleman 
when that is done I desire to occupy a little time on the sub
ject, and I think the gentleman would not desire to have that 
done to-day. 

The SPEA.KER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
BILLS ON THE UNANIMOUS-CONSENT CALENDAR. 

Mr. filTDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, a week ago Jast Monday, 
unanimous-consent day, ·the Unanimous Consent Calendar was 
not finished. There are five Mondays in this month. There are 
still bills pending on that calendar-a tery large calendar-and 
I nsk unanimous consent that on next Monday, which is the 
fifth Monday in the month, that business which is in order on 
unanimous-consent day, suspension day, may be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unan
imous consent that business which is in order on the first and 
third Mondays-unanimous consent, suspension of the rules, dis
charge of the committees-shall be in order next Monday, which 
is the fifth Monday. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Ohair hears none. The call of the House rests with the 
Committee on Labor, and the unfinished business is the bill 
H. n. 18787. The House automatically resolves itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of that bill, and the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. PAGE] will tak~ the chair. 

LIMITATION OF HOURS OF EMPLOYEES ON PUBLIC WORKS. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill H. n. 18787, wtth Mr. PAGE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : . 
A bill (II. R. 18787) ·relat ing to the limitation of the hours of daily 

service of laborers and mechanics employed upon a public work of the 
United States and of the District of Columbiat and · of all persons em
ployed in constructing, maintal.nin~. 01· improvmg a river or harbor of 
the United States and of the Distnct of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylrnnia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan
imous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

The OHAIRMAl~. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dis
pensed with. ts there objection? [After a pause.] The Ohair 
hears none. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the purposes of this bill 
are similar to other eight-hour bills which have been con
sidered by the Congress from time to time, I believe, since 
1868. This particular bill has been made necessary due to a 
decision rendered by the Supreme Court defining dredge workers 
as seamen, and therefore claiming that the eight-hour bill 
enacted in 1892 did not apply, and in regard to that I want to 
read to the committee extracts from the dissenting op~on by 
Mr. Justice Moody, as follows: 

I am unable to agree with the opinion of the court so far as it re
lates to the employment for more than eight hours a day of men en
gaged in work on the dredges and scows. * • • 

The first question is whether the men named in the information were 
employed by the defendants ·• upon any of the public works of the 
United States " within the meaning of those words as Congress used 

.them. • • • The dred&ing of channels in our waterways is not 
mere d1gging. It has for its purpose the creation of something with 

as visible a form as a cellar to a house, etc. Surely all these are 
works, and, if constructed by the Government, " public works." • • • 
For example, the appropriation for one of these works In question 
in these cases is in the following terms : "'.l'he following sums of 
money • • • are hereby approp11ated • • • for the construc
tion • • • of the public works hereinafter named. • • • For 
Improving said harbor in accordance with the report submitted in 
House Document No. 119, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, by pro
viding channels 35 feet deep, • • • $600,000." That ls to say, 
at the very threshold of the inquiry we find that the Congress which 
had forbidden a longer day's work than 8 hours upon ·• the public 
works of the United States" had, upon undertaking this very work, 
deliberately called it a "public work." 

The cogency of the argument arising from the use of the same words 
in the eight-hour law as in the appropriation law can not be met by the 
suggestion that it is easy to read the words in the eight-hour law in a 
narrower sense than they wei·e used in the appropriation law. The 
question here ls not how the words may be interpreted, but how they. 
ought to be interpreted. There is no necessity to explore the possibili· 
ties of escape from the intention which Congress has made sufficiently 
plain. • • • 

The second question is whether the men named in the information 
were laborers or mechanics. • o • The men who were employed 
upon the dredges were not seamen, in respect of the work they were 
actually doing. The master and engineer of the dredge were not 
1
1
Icensed, and the men employed up<>n it seemed not to have entered 
nto any contract of shipment. • • • All those who were engaged 

in the work may be described ns either labore1·s or mechanics. They 
bad nothing whatever to do with navigation. They were towed to the 
place where the work was to be done and there left to do it. 

It does not seem to be important that for some vurposes the scows 
and dredges were vessels, or those employed upon them for some pur
poses are deemed seamen. The QUestion here is what were the men 
when they were engaged in the work of excavation? Were the men 
at that time employed as seamen, doing the ·work of seamen, or as 
laborers and mechanics, doing the work of laborers and mechanics? I 
think they then were. laborers and mechanics, and employed as such, 
and that thei.r occupation is determi.ne<l not by what they have been 
in the past, or by what their employers chose to call them, but by 
what they were doing when the Government invoked the law for their 
benefit. • • • Nor was their work in dredging incident to their 
employment on the dredges, but quite the reverse. They never would 
have been emvloyed at all except for dredging. They never would 
have set foot on the dredge save to use it as a platform on which to 
do the work of laborers and mechanics. • • • They were em
ployed to do the work of laborers :rnd mechanics; in the main they 
atctually dld that work~ and whatever they did which was of the nature 
o seamen's work was a mere incident to the fact that they labored 
upon a 1'loating platform instead of upon the dry land. • • • When 
the intention of the legislature is reasonably clear, the courts have no 
duty except to carry it out. The rule for the construction of penal 
statutes is satisfied if the words are not enlarged beyond their natural 
meaning, and it does not require that they shall be restricted to less 
than that. 

I am authorized to say that Mr. Justice Harlan and Mr. Justice Day 
concur in this dissent. , 

I probably should have stated first, Mr. Chairman, that this 
decision was rendered, I think, in about 1906, some years after 
this law had been passed, and was supposed to cover work ot 
this nature; and, I think, about 1906 there were prosecutions 
started against those who had violated this law, and they were 
convicted and penalized, and this decision was the result of an 
appeal to the Supreme Court; and it is very evident that judges 
who render decisions of this character do it because they are 
rendering these decisions as they think the law ought to be, not 
as the law reads. There has never been a time before that dredge 
workers were classed as seamen, and it is apparent-to me at 
least- that they were called seamen at that time by the employ
ers and by the judges for the purpose of blocldng the efforts of 
Congress to reduce the hours of those engaged in this labor 
from 12 to 8. Now, for the information of the l\Iembers here 
present I want to say it is not my purpose to take up much 
time-I do not believe it is necessary, because I think the 
matter is generalJy understood-but I would like, however, to 

. give some statements which were made by the secretary and 
treasurer of the steam shovel and dredgemen's organization, 
1\Ir. Thomas J. Dolan, who I believe is a man who has the con
fidence of the employers as well as the employees; and he st:1tes 
that he and his associates represented about 100,000 men, not 
claiming that they are all working at the class of work that this 
bill will cover, due to the fact it is difficult to organize that 
class of men. 

In :inswer t~ the questions that were asked l\Ir. Dolan as 
to improvements in this kind of work, he stated before the 
committee in the hearings that the efficiency of the men bas 
been increased more than 100 per cent; in other words, tlrnt 
the workmen to-day are doing more than double the amount of 
work which they did some 15 or 20 years ago, nncl that it seems 
to be largely due to the fact that through organization they 
are able to secure better conditions, and, therefore, the work
men are more efficient. 

Also, :Mr. l\lartin Cole, representing the Licensed Tugmen's 
Protective Association, has stated that the increased productive 
powers, due to the new methods of production in this. industry 
and efficiency of workmen together, has increased from 1,000 to 
1,500 yards daily to 6,000 to 7,000 yards daily. In other words, 
the new equipments of to-day, with the improved efficiency of 
the workmen, have increased the productive power of work: 
of this nature from· 1,000 to 1,500 yards a day to G,000 to 7,000 
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yards a day. It does seem to rrie that the men who are a part 
of 'this industry are entitled to some of the benefits of this 
increased production in the way of reduction of hours, even 
though it might reduce their productive capacity to a small 
extent. 

I do not feel that it is necessary for me to take any further 
time of the House in regard to this matter, and I will close by 
saying that in this age there is certainly not anyone who desires 
to oppose the reduction of hours, and especially in cases where 
it is shown they are working from 12 to 14 hours, and no ob
jections to this bill which provides for putting the work under 
the eight-hour system, as we have done with other work for 
which the GoYernment contracts. And it can be done, in my 
judgment, without a great hardship upon the contractors who 
are employing these workmen. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louieiiana. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

BucHANAN] yield to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RANS
DELL]? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will. 
Mr. RAl'iSDELL of Louisiana. I would like to ask the 

gentleman whether or not, if this bill becomes a law, the levee 
work provided for by the bill which was passed several days 
ago, and which was dedared under the terms of that bill to be 
" extraordinary emergency work " would be excluded from the 
terms of the eight-hour law? 

l\Ir. BUCHANAN. This exempts extraordinary emergency 
work. At the bottom of page 2 it reads : 

Except in cases of extraordinary emergency. 
Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Then, do I understand you 

to say that in your judgment the words which I show you here 
in the river and harbor act, on page 48 of the bill, as presented 
to the House, reading, " which shall be considered extraordinary 
emergency work," would be considered as exempting this woTk 
from the terms of your bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to say, unless it is extraordinary 
emergency work, I would not want it excluded. If this work 
becomes extraordinary emergency work, due to the fact that 
there shall be a loss of property or life, then this provision in 
the bill excludes it. I do not know why it is defined as "ex
traordinary emergency work." Possibly it was because a 
property loss would result unless this was done as emergency 
work, and it has to be expedited as fast as possible. I do not 
know of any other reason why Congress would put such a pro
vision in the bilL 

l\Ir. RANSDELL of Louisiana. That is true beyond question. 
I was simply asking the gentleman what his construction of the 
use of these words would be, as to exempting the levee work 
from the terms of your bill? 

l\fr. BUCHANAN. I will say, so far as I can see the words 
are the same, unless the work has been wrongly defined, and 
unless the work has been wrongly defined I suppose it would 
exclude it, in my opinion, as long as you have it in that para
graph. 

Mr. RAl~SDELL of Louisiana. I wish to ask the gentleman 
n question. I notice on line 12, page 2, of the bill these words 
are used : 

Which eight hours shall terminate within nine hours from the 
beginning of workday. 

Now, under the strict construction of those words I would 
like to ask you how many shifts will be required to take care 
of the operation of locks on rivers or canals where boats are 
required to pass through during all portions of the night and 
~~ . 

l\fr. BUCHANAN. I do not believe I understood the question. 
l\Ir. RANSDELL of Louisiana. To repeat my question: 

Under the terms of this bill, which reads, "Which eight hours 
shall terminate within nine hours from the beginning of work
day," suppose we have a case of a lock on some river where 
perhaps there are not more than 8 or 10 boats passing during 
the day-in other words, not more than 8 or 10 lockages during 
the day. The lock keeper lives in a house adjacent to the lock, 
and yet he can not serve for more than nine hours from the 
time he begins work, when he must quit his duty. Would not 
that require, in the case I have stated, three shifts of men to 
take care of that lock? 

l\Ir. BUCHANAN. I think it would. 
l\fr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. And do you not think that 

might be made an exception from the general terms of the bill? 
I wish to say to the gentleman that I am heartily in accord with 
the general terms of his bill, but I ask him if he does not think 
in that -case there might be an exception? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, there are probably cases i t would 
be reasonable to define as exceptions; but I find that where 
you make exceptions in matters of this kind they ar e aiways 

abused, and one of the reasons wily we made this prov1s1on 
which you speak of in the bill is because the representatives 
of the tug workers complained that their work had been strung 
out over, we will say, 16 hours a day. Possibly while not actua1-
work for that length of time, it was, of course, the same, be
ca use they had to spend the time there on the job. It was to 
prevent the abuses they complained of in regard to that that 
we put the provision in there. There may be circumstances 
that would appeal to one as being exceptions to the rule. Now, 
we have our police forces, for instance, and clerks often that 
do not have any hard work to do and their work is not con
tinuous. Still it is generally considered that about eight hours 
are sufficient for workmen of any kind, whether the work is 
mental or otherwise, in order that the workmen should be most 
efficient to do the work. 

.M:r. RANSDELL af Louisiana. Now, in regard to cooks and 
waiters, for instance, on the tugs and dredge boats. I assume 
that they have to get up pretty early in the morning and get 
the breakfast ready an hour or two, at · any rate, before the 
crew would begin work. They certainly must have a good deal · 
of rest time during the day, and unless you would except them 
from the terms of this bill you would have to have two sets 
of cooks and two sets of waiters, would you not? I am simply 
calling this matter to the gentleman's attention, so that he may, 
present an amendment which would accommodate the bill to 
the purposes for which it was drawn and yet not work great 
hardships in some of these isolated cases. 

l\Ir. BUCHANAN. I am not familiar with the work of cooks 
and waiters on the boats. I suppose, though, in cases where 
they work three shifts, their hours should be shortened in some 
manner or other. I am not prepared to answer whether it is 
proper to shorten the time of cooks or not. I am not prepared 
to answer that. 

.Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, in addition to the class 
just mentioned by the gentleman from. Louisiana, I would like 
to suggest another, such, for instance, as master's mates and the 
like of dredge boats, who in many instances must necessarily be 
on duty more than eight hours at a time, nor do I understand 
they wish to come under the 8-hour law. Now, this 8-hour 
provision, as I see it, might be very readily applied to operators 
of dredging machi!).ery who live on shore, as many do, simply 
going on board of a dredge during the day, but hardly to those 
workiiig irregularly or to master's mates, crews of vessels, and 
the like. Its application to them, it seems to me, might in many 
instances result in the smallest amount of labor for the daily 
wage and often in the doubling and trebling of the number of 
employees doing a given kind of work. To require the con
tractors to have two or three shifts during the 24 hours might 
be putting an unnecessary hardship on the Government, without 
any compensating benefit to the laboring classes or to the people 
at large. 

I want to say right here, as was said by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL], that I am thoroughly in sympathy 
with this class of legislation, and sincerely belie1e in the appli
cation of the 8-hour law to laborers and mechanics, in short, to 
nearly all classes of steady workers. But where a person works 
irregularly or intermittently, I doubt if he should be subjected 
to a provision such as the 9-hour provision in lines 12 and 13 
of the blll. · 

l\Ir. BUCHANAN. That bears out what I said a mbment ago. 
The minute you start to make exceptions there is always some
body who will want to make the exceptions general. The fact 
is that eight hours' work is sufficient for any man per day, 
whether he is at actual hard labor or not, because, taking in 
the time that he uses in getting to and from his work, a man 
is usually required to spend 10 hours of his_ time in performing 
eight hours' work. The workman who usually works eight hours 
is· away from home generally 10 hours, because it usually takes 
him an hour to get to his work and get ready, and also an hour 
to get away, and so forth. The minute you start to talk about 
exceptions, it seems, the next you know is that you have got 
them generally applying to everything. 

Now, the conditions that are maintained qt this time on cer
tain kinds of dredge work are such that, in my opinion, the 
lives of the men working thereon are a blank, so far as concerns 
their having any intercourse or association with any sort of 
society, except with those who work with them. In some cases 
they go out and work for a week or for a month on a single 
trip. In olden times, I belie1e, it was stated that they stayed 
out for a month at a time, and when they did get back to civili
zation, as was said by one of the witnesses who was before the 
committee, they tried to take in everything in a bout half a day 
or so, ap.d that condition tends to degenerate the human kind. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I am not criticizing the general purposes 
of the bilL I will say to the gentleman I favor its passage. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, the same argument bas been made 
at all times wben you ha>e tried to secure a reduction of hours. 
Now, I um not stating that the gentleman who · makes the in
quiry looks at it from that point of view, but it seems to me 

- that not only in the recent past, but fot• ages, anything that may 
interfere with profit has been looked upon with disfavor, and 
the dollar has stood above the man. In the consideration of 
these measures one reason why we have made such slow prog
ress in our · battle for shorter hours in this country and in 
Europe for the last 100 years is the fact and the argument that 
there is danger of interfering with the profit of the manufac
turer or the employer. It is true that the reduction of hours, 
as has been shown time and time again, has brought about an 
improvement to the workman and an increase of his efficiency, 
and probably in the run of years has produced no loss to the 
manufacturer or employer; and yet that argument has borne 
and still bears most heavily against us. However, we are get
ting away from that to a certain extent, as I hope and believe, 
and I believe that the gentleman himself has gotten away from it. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I under
stand thoroughly and am in sympathy with the intention of the 
bill, but, in my opinion, exceptions ought to be made. You can 
not make a law applicable to all conditions. Exceptional condi
tions arise, and they should be taken into consideration when 
we legislate. . 

But here is what I want to ask of the gentleman: I under
stand, of course, that we should not alwavs take into account 
the matter of expense but has the gentleman considered how 
great the additional expense would be to the Government in the 
matter of river and harbor work if the bill passes in its present 
shape? · . 
· .Mr. BUCHA.i~AN. Well, judging from past experiences in 
regard to the reduction of hours in other industries, I think 
the expense will not be great. I will say, howernr, that if it 
were I would still be in favor of the bill just the same, because 
I believe in putting humanity above the matter of dollars. But 
in my judgment, based on past experience, the additional ex
pense to be incurred would not be great. 

I want to call my friend's attention to the difficultv of mak
ing provisions such as the gentleman is speaking of. ·This law, 
for instance, has been made necessary in order to protect cer
tain workers, because of the fact that employers have continu
ally tried to evade the law. The adoption of the eight-hour law 
in 1892 was macle necessary owing to the fact that not only 
employers, but the deparbnent officials, were endeavoring to 
evade the law, and there are decisions of judges the effect of 
which is to nullify the provisions of the law. I might read to 
you what President Grant had to say about the law of 1868. 
He issued a proclamation on May 19, 1869, for the purpose of 
checking abuses which were preventing the generous objects of 
the statute, by declaring that from and after that date no re
duction ·should be made in the wages paid by the Government 
by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on account 
of the reduction in the hours. 

He issued another proclamation on the same question in 
1 72. In order to evade the provision of this law the Depart
ment of Justice had held that the act of June 25, 1868, was 
not applicable to mechanics, workmen, and laborers in the 
employ of contractors with the United States; that the act 
was not intended to extend to any others than the immediate 
employees of the Government; and in United States against 
Martin the Supreme Court of the United States rendered a de
cision in respect to the eight-hour law of 1868 which practically 
destroyed that law and defeated the good intention of the legis
lators who enacted it. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I do not wish to be understood as op
posing the bill. I am in favor of it. 

Mr. BUCH.A.NAN. I am pointing out these things to the gen
tleman to show why it is practically impossible to include the 
provision to which he refers. If it is included, it will be ap
plied to everything in the industry, as it has been applied, by 
the assistance of the Federal judges. 

~1r. SP .ARKUAN. I do not know that it is true, but I am 
informed by what I consider competent authority that this 
provision will add to the cost of river and harbor work perhaps 
50 per cent. I refer more particularly to the language in lines 
12 and 13, page 2 : 

Which eight hours shall terminate within nine hours from beginning 
of workday. 

Mr. BUCH.ANA.i~. Such a statement is erroneous. 
l\fr. SP .A.Il.KMA....~. I do not knew how much the cost would 

be increased, but I know it would be very greatly increased. 
I notice there is a difference made in here between the con

tractor or subcontractor on work other thn.n river and haroor 
work done by the Government or its contractors and on rivet· 

and harbor work. Perhaps I can best show what I mean by 
quoting the first rmrt of section 1: 

SECTION 1. That the service and employment of all laborers and 
mecha{li<;s who :ire now or may hereafter be employed by the Govern
ment of the Umted States or the District of Columbl.D. or by any con
tractor o_r S?bcontracto1·, upon a public work of the United States or 
of the District of Columbia. 

That i:e~ers .to work other than river and harbor work, while 
the prov1s1on m regard to ri>ers and harbors seems to be much 
broader. 

Why is this disti.Ilction made in river and harbor work and 
all other classes of Government work? 

.Mr. BUCHANAN. I am of the opinion that this is similar 
to the other eight-hour measures. I do not think there is 
mu~h: differ~nce. The intention is the same. The arbitrary 
dec1s1on of Judges, who apparently have seen 1hings through 
t~e eyes of the employer for profit in: tead of taking tlle humane 
s~de of the question, haie made it necessary in drawing many 
bills to make the language broader, or else the language will be 
defined as meaning something else than what those who en
acted the law i.ntended. If it is any broader, that is probably 
the reason for it. 

Mr. BATHRICK. l\fay I ask a question? The statement 
has been made, has it not, that this bill woulrl increase the 
cost 50 per cent? 

l\fr. SPARKMAN. I have known from the engineer's depart
ment that it will probably reach that figure, at least 50 per cent, 
and one of them put it much higher than that. 

l\fr. BATHRICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to stnte that on all 
the hearings upon the subject of the reduction of the hours of 
labor of workmen employed upon Government contract work to 
eight hours, it has been demonstrated and stated by the con
tractors themselves that the difference in cost would not exceed 
in the neighborhood of 10 per cent and I can 11ot understand 
how this reduction of hours would' exceed 10 per- cent. I can 
not understand upon wha~ basis anybody should make the 
statement that it would increase the cost 50 per cent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Such a statement is error.eons. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. BUCH.A.NAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that that has 

been the argument of all of the opponents of the. ei<>"ht-hour 
bills or bills for the reduction of hours of any' kind for

0

the last 
100 years. In England in 1802 when they cut down the hours 
of apprentices to 72 a week the manufacturers there said that 
it was going to put them out of business. The ·~me argument 
has been made from that time to this not only in this country 
but in the European countries by the employers of the country 
that the excessive cost would make it impossible to comply with 
it. That is an erroneous argument, and it does not have mucli 
weight with me, although I am always glad t~ listen to any 
side of a question. It is not my purpose, and never has been, 
to obstruct the business of this country, but I claim thut any 
law which tends to protect humanity not only does not obstruct 
business but that it adds to business and strengthens and im
proves it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I h:rve listened with patience, 
and this is the first time that I have heard it stated that it has 
been estimated anywhere that it would increase the cost of pro
duction 50 per cent. Will the gentleman please inform me 
where that suggestion comes from? 

Mr. BUCHANA.ij". The gentlemun from Florida [Mr. SPARK
MAN] made the statement. 

l\Ir. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I made the suggestion that 
it had been stat ed to me that the enactment of this bill into 
law, as it now stands; would cost the Government anywhere from 
33! per cent to 50 per cent. One of the engineers placed it e>en 
higher than that. A statement made by the gentleman .from 
Illinois a while ago would show that in one class of work it 
would likely increase the cost at least 200 per cent. He ad
mitted that where there is only one set of men now needed 
in the opening or tending of locks, this bill would require three. 
In other words, three shifts. They would certainly increase the 
cost as much as 200 per cent anyway. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman is now speaking of river and 
harbor work? 

Mr. SP .A.RKl\f.AN. That is what we were discussing; yes. 
l\fr. BUTLER.. Has that been the subject of discussion be

tween the gentleman from Florida and the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

l\Ir. SPARKMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. I am obliged for the information. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. It has hardly been a discussion. It was 

more of a colloquy. 
Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Chairman, how would it be possible to 

increase the cost by 50 per cent, the cost of dredging, if the 
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labor were increased only about 20 per cent and increased effi
ciency would flow from shorter hours? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state the ridicu
lous position in which the Government has been in regard to 
this eight-hour-a-day matter, and I want to read a . part of the 
hearings to bear out what I say. Mr. W. B. Jones, the general 
president of the International Dredge Workers' Protective As
sociation, was before the committee, and he said: 

Mi·. JONES. There has been a great deal of dredging done; take, for 
instance, the cities of Cleveland and Buffalo. 

Mr. MAHER. Did they have regulations providing the eight-hour day? 
.Ir. Jorrns. Yes, sir; eight-hour day. For illustration, we will take 

the city of Buffalo, and they did some dredging in the rivers there for 
the State, in connection with the channel that is going through; the 
men on this dredging work for the State of New York and the city of 
Buffalo worked eight hours, on the canal, but the Government building 
the river or harbor part between the two ends of the canal in Niagara 
River, that work was let by the Government and that is all done at 12 
~ITTL . 

l\Ir. MA.HER. Practically all the dredge work is done by the Govern
ment, initiated by the State Navy, or rational Government. 

Mr. Jo~Es. Yes; some prlvate work, but not to speak of, and the 
difference is men will be working in sight of one another, some work
ing for the city or State and working eight hours, and others working 
under Government contract where you could almost throw a stone at 
one another, and working on the Government wot:k 12 hours. That is, 
contract let by the Government. 

In other words, the Government work was being done under 
a 12-hour day and the work for the State of New York and 
the city of Buffalo under an 8-hour day, practically in the same 
place, under the same conditions, the same structure, and the 
same canal or harbor. If any gentleman thinks that we should 
let a condition like that continue, I shall have to differ with him. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. 1\fr. Chairman, · will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
J\fr; TRIBBLE. I will nsk the gentleman if his bill and this 

class of legislation will not have a tendency to create a mo
nopoly in the hands of a few men who furnish material to the 
contractors in doing Government work? In other words, ma
terial must be purchased from men whose labc>.r work is done 
under the eight-hour-a-day law. 'l'ake the South, for instance. 
Suppose there is a contract down there on some of the rivers 
for Government work or the construction of a building. How 
can a farmer or a millman who is working a few hands out in the 
forest and who is able to get the material and yet does not com
ply with the eight-hour-a-day law furnish any of that material 
to the Government? . 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I want to say to the gentleman that this 
has nothing to do with material itself. It is Government con
tract work for rivers and harbors. 

l\Ir. TRIBBLE. But the same principle runs through all 
Government work, and the gentleman knows that the law for
bids Government contractors from purchasing material from 
anyone who works labor over eight hours. 

J\fr. BUCHANAN. ·That may be, but I want to say in regard 
to the monopoly that it seems that we ha·rn already a monopoly 
in this work. The representative of the Employers' Association, 
.Mr. William C. Ryan, who is a very nice gentleman, the sec
retary of the Dredge Owners' Protective Association, says that 
they are organized, and organized for the purpose of stopping 
the Government doing its own work evidently. That was one 
of the purposes. The Government had been <loing its own work 
to such an extent that it was about to put the contractors out 
of business, so they have organized for that purpose and prob
ably now have a monopoly. I am not prepared to state about 
that, but this will have nothing to do with a monopoly part 
of it anyway. 

l\!r. TRIBBLE. The gentleman seems to speak officially for 
the Go\ernment employees, and I will ask him to state to what 
extent this eight-hour-a-day law and the reduction of a day's 
labor is going to be carried in Government employees? You 
have come down in the number of hours from year to year. 
How many more will be required in the course of time? Will 
the gentleman state what the gentleman thinks ought to be a 
day's labor? 

l\lr. BUCHAN.A.1~. The requirements of humanity would sat
isfy me and nothing else. 

1\Ir. TRIBBLE. What does the gentleman think ought to be 
a day's labor now? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, it is the general opinion at this 
time that eight hours is a fair day's work. I am not an au
thority on that question, howe\er. 

1\Ir. TRIBBLE. I will ask the gentleman if he did not hear 
l\fr. Carroll say in the Committee on Naval Affairs that there 
would soon be a movement when the men would demand seven 
arid· a half hours for Government employees, and does not the 
gentleman vouch for Ir. Carroll, and did not the gentleman 
bring Mr. Carroll there? Is not that true? I ask the gentle
man if Mr. Carroll did not say a movement was _on foot to 
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reduce the hours to seven and a ·half? Now, will the gentle-
man answer me that question? Did he say that? . 

J\Ir. BUCHANAN. I am not responsible for what Mr. Carroll 
says. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. You vouch for him. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, that may be true that conditions 

may require that for humanity, but I wish to say when that 
question becomes an issue it is time enough to discuss the 
question. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. It seems to me it is the issue now. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I want to read for the benefit of some 

gentlemen here, and who do not seem to understand-I will ask 
the gentleman if he is opposed to an eight-hour day? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will say to the gentleman that I do not 
think that a Government employee has any more right to claim 
eight hours as a day's labor than the man who works upon 
the farm. 

Mr. BUCHAN.AN. It is not a question of Government em
ployees. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I say that Government employees ought to 
work just as long as any other employees in this country. I 
do not propose to make any preference iri regard to Govern
ment employees. 

l\fr. BUCHANAN. That is not an answer to my question. 
I asked the gentleman whether he is in favor of the eight-hour 
day or a shorter working dn.y. 

l\fr. ·TRIBBLE. I answered that question. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BUCHANAN. For the benefit of some gentlemen here 

I will read this, and then I will yield as soon as I do so. I 
ha\e an extract here from what Mr. Carroll D. Wright; then 
Commissioner of Labor, wrote relative to the eight-hour law in 
the Fifty-fifth Congress. He says: 

The policy of this class of legislation has therefore been settled by 
Congress, and I need not discuss this phase of the question. All such 
laws are enacted for the purpose of protecting the laboring man from 
the injurious consequences of prolonged physical effort, giving him 
more time for his personal affairs, and more time and energy to devote 
to the cultivation of his moral and mental powers. It has always been 
expected that they would aid him in the acquisition of knowledge, thus 
tending to make him a better and more contented citizen. This poUcy 
must be admitted by all to be a good one. The only difficulty is in so 
shaping legislation as not to interfere with .necessary economic condi
tions. Tbe Federal Government has long been committed to this policy; 
therefore the princivle of the proposed bill may be considered as settled 
and approved. 

Now, I want to read further what our martyred President 
J\IcKinley said in the House of Representatives on August 28, 
1890. He said : 

And the Government of the United States ought, finally and in good 
faith, to set this example of eight hours as constituting a day's work 
required of laboring men in the service of the United States. The 
tendency of the ti.mc:s the world over is foe shorter hours for labor
shorter hours in the interest of health, shorter hom·s in the interest of 
humanity, shorter hours in the interest of the home and the family-and 
the United States can do no better service to labor and to its own 
citizens than to set the example to States, · to corporations, and to 
individuals employing men by declaring that, so far as the Government 
is concerned, eight hours shall constitute a day's work and be all that 
ls required of its laboring force. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, this bill should be passed. My colleague. 
Mr. Morey, has stated what we owe the family in this connection, and 
Cardinal Manning, in a recent article, spoke noble words on the gen
eral subject when he said : 

" B t if the domestic life of the people be vital above all ; if the 
peace, the purity of homes, the education of children, the duties of 
wives and mothers, the duties of husbands and of fathers, be written 
in the natural law of mankind, and, if these things are sacred, far 
beyond anything that can be sold in the market, then I say if the hours 
of labor resulting from tbe unregulated sale of a man's strength :md 
skill shall lead to the destruction of domestic life, to the neglect of chil
dren, to turning wives and mothers into living machines, and of fathers 
and husbands into-what shall I say, creatures of bm·den? I will not 
say any other word-who rise up before the sun and come back when 
it is set, wearied and able only to take food and lie down and rest, the 
domestic life of man exists no longer and we dare not go on in this 
path." 

Mr. Speaker, we owe something to the care, the elevation, the dignity, 
and the education of labor. We owe something to the workingmen, and 
the families of the workingmen throughout the United States, who con
stitute the large body of our povulation, and this bill is a step in the 
right direction. 

Mr. TRIBBLEJ. Will the gentleman answer me a. qnestion? 
The gentleman discussed labor in general nnd employees h1 
general, and I want to ask the gentleman wily he makes a dis
tinction between Government employees aod other labor. This 
provides for Government employees. · 

i\lr. BUCHANAN. I make no distinctfon. 
l\Ir. TRIBBLEJ. The gentleman does in his bill. 
J\Ir. BUCHANAN. I will say, for the gentleman's informa

tion, it is not my bill. 
Mr. TRIBBLE, But you are advocating it. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. WILSON] 

introduced the bill, and I undertook the work of reporting it to 
the House. 
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Mr. TRIBBLE. Why does not the gentleman offer an amend
ment putting all employees in the same category? 

l\Ir. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? . 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I now yield to my colleague from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I may ask the gentleman some 
questions which have already been asked and answered, possi
bly, because it was impossible on this side to hear most of the 
questions which were asked and answered. As I understand it, 
the existing law applies only to laborers and mechanics, and 
that the courts have construed that it does not apply to men on 
dredges because, under the construction of the courts, they are 
sea.men . . 

Mr. BUCHA.i.'{AN. The gentleman states it correctly. 
l\fr. .MANN. The purposes of this bill primarily is to cover 

these dredgers under the eight-hour law. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANN. Let me ask the gentleman this question, if I 

may: In the case of dredges owned by the Government, men go 
on the dredge and live there. The same is true concerning 
dredges owned by contractors. I suppose somebody is in charge 
of the dredge. I do not know what the title would bC-:master 
or captain. Under the provisions of this bill as it stands now, 
would not every person on the dredge be limited to eight hours' 
work, not more than nine hours after the commencement of the 
working day? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think so. 
Mr. MANN. Would it be possible to operate a dredge in that 

way? 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Oh, yes; I think so. 
Mr. MANN. Now, the language of the bill is-
1\Ir. BUCHANAN. The fact is, I will say to my coUeague, 

before this law was declared unconstitutional, or before it was 
declared that dredgemen were seamen, they were working on 
the eight-hour day--

Mr. MANN. I will say to my colleague that I am perfectly 
in accord with the desire of the bill, but--

Mr. BUCHAl~AN. I will say that I believe it is practicable. 
l\Ir. MANN. The question is whether it is practicable that 

the man in charge of the dredge shall be confined to more than 
eight hours from the beginning of the workday, and that the 
cooks and anybody else connected with the dredge shall be con
fined in the same way? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I want to say that it is my personal 
opinion, though. Really I had not thought about the cooks and 
employees of that kind, and I never thought about this law ap
plying to them. I do not consider the man who represents the 
company on any construction work an employee or workman 
in the sense that this bill was intended to applS, but he is an 
agent of the company, and in a different capacity from a 
workman. 

Mr. l\IANN. I am asking these questions in the hope that 
we may arrive at some amendment to the bill which would 
make it workable, and therefore make it practicable to pass 
it and make it a law. The gentleman will notice that in the 
original act it says " laborers and mechanics." That, under 
the construction of the court, is not sufficient to cover the sea
men. This bill says that all persons engaged in constructing, 
maintaining, or improving a river or harbor. And, I taK.e it, 
that that means all persons who are paid out of an appropria
tion for that purpose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I will say to my colleague that he 
has had a much wider experience than I have with these mat
ters. In fact, I did not draft this bill myself. 

Mr. l\IANN. I understand. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. But we want the bill to be practical. I 

will say that if there is any amendment that could be offered 
that would make it more workable, personally I would have 
no objection to it. I want to say that I am only one, and can 
not speak for anyone else. 

Ir. MANN. I appreciate that. The gentle.::nan knows, how
ever, that, as a rule, one body of Congress may pass a bill 
which is not likely to pass the other body where there is some
thing in the bill that is objectionable. I was wondering if 
there was not some description of these inen that could be in
serted instead of saying " all persons." "All persons " would 
probably include the United States Army engineers, and from 
them down to charwomen. It certainly would include the men 
in charge of the dredge. It certainly is not desirable to have 
three different men in charge of .the dredge at different times 
as the only person in charge. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Has the gentleman any suggestion to 
make with regard to the matter? 

Mr. MANN. So far as covering "seamen" is concerned, so 
far ac the decision of the court is concerned, it would be suf-

. ficient to provide for seamen engaged in river and harbor 
work, but I am not sure that that is sufficient as a matter of 
desirability. I have no objection to applying . the eight-hour 
law wherever it can be applied. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The purpose of the bill is, of course, to 
make it apply to dredge work. 

l\Ir. .MANN. .Although I could not hear all that was said, 
take the case 'that has already been alluded to a::; to locks. 
There are certain places where locks are maintained under 
the river and harbor work. Of course it is perfectly patent 
that the lock keeper who opens a lock a few times a day has 
little labor to perform at any time. And there is no rea son 
for keeping three sets of lock keepers. I do not think anyone 
desires to have that done in the case I mentionetl if there is 
such a case. · · ' 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I should think there ought to be some 
provision to make an exception for such case , but it is diffi
~ult to do it. The purpose of the employers almost invariably 
is to endeavor to evade the purposes of the law. If it was not 
for that it would be easy to arrange those things. But the 
trouble with the eight-hour laws and all other laws for the 
benefit of labor has been that_ it is necessary to make th em' 
broad, because there has been a tendency on the part of the 
employer to evade them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BUCHANAN] has expired. 

Mr. l\fANN. How much more time does the gentleman want? 
.Mr. BUCHANAN. I can answer some further questions . 
l'iir. RANSDELL of Louisiana. I hope the gentleman's time 

wiU be extended, as I want to ask him some questions. I ask 
that his time be extended 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
RANSDELL] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentle
man from IBinois be extended 20 minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.J The Chair hears none. 

.l\Ir. BUCHANAN. Does my coUeague from Illinois [lli. 
MANN] desire to ask further questions? 

l\fr. MANN. Not at present. 
Mr. RANSDEI:L of Louisiana.. I notice you asked the gen

tleman from Illinois if he had any suggestions. I have one 
which might obviate some of the trouble. If you wiU insert, on 
line 2, page 2, after th'\ word " mechanics," " and all operators 
of dredging machinery who live on shore and go on board 
dredges or other water craft for the day," those words, it seems 
to me, would obviate the objection as to the owners of the 
boat, like captains or their representatives, and obviate the 
trouble about cooks and waiters and employees of that k"ind, 
and would accomplish your purpose of protecting those who are 
now classed under that decision as seamen. 

Let me read it again in order that I may make it clear to 
you. After the words " laborers and mechanics," on line 2, 
page 2, add "and all operators of dredging machinery who live 
on shore and go on board dredges or other water craft for the 
day." Insert those words instead of using the words "all per
sons," and so forth, on line 6. I simply submit that for your 
consideration. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The probability is that they would all be 
living on the vessels. 

l\Ir. SPARKMAN. As a matter of fact, a great many of 
them live on shore. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, I believe they do, especially about the 
Lakes. I know they do, many of them. It certainly is not a 
pleasant life to lead on the water, and it seems to me that those 
who live on the water ought to have eight hours, if anyone 
else is entitled to it, and they ought to be given an opportunity 
to be on shore a little more than they are under present con
ditions. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. It requires a good deal of time in some 
cases, I will say to the gentleman, to get these men from the 
shore to the places where they work, so that in some cases 
under this 9-hour clause, I am told, they would not actually 
work more than five or six hours a day. Perhaps, however, 
those are extreme cases. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think so. I think they are rare cases. 
From the knowledge I have of the work, I think those cases 
are exceptions to the rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yiela? 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. I am in entire harmony with the purpose con

tained in the bill. I think that all laboring men ought to be 
included in the general provision restricting the hours of 
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service to eight hours each day. I understand that the purpose 
of this bill is to include in the law which was passed a few 
years ago the men working on dredges engaged in river and har
bor w<Jrk. Am I right in this? 

l\fr. BUCHANAN. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. Now, will the gentleman please tell me why 

there is any necessity for including in the bill the language I 
find in italics as follows: 

Which eight hours shall terminate in nine hours from beginning of 
workday. 

I had in mind the idea that the hours of labor would always 
terminate within the time prescribed. The gentleman may 
have ma de the explanation, but we did not hear it on this side 
of the House. I am sorry to ask the gentleman to repeat it, 
but it needs repetition for the reason stated. 

l\fr. BUCHANAN. That question was answered. One of the 
complaints made by· the representat1'"es of the men emp~oyed in 
this ind-ustry was that the time during which the.y did work 
was scattered out. It took them, for example, 16 hours some
times to perform work representing 12 hours. 

Mr. BUTLER. The hours of labor were not continuous, as I 
understand? They were divided or separated? 

l\fr. BUCHAN.AN. Yes. That is a committee amendment 
that the gentleman has read-put in for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not understand the purpose of the com
mittee amendment, because ·I did not appreciate the reason 
for it. 

Now, let me ask the gentleman a further question, and then 
perhaps I will have the information I desire. At the bottom of 
page 2 ttre found these words-

Except in case 01' extraordinary emergency. 

This bill imposes pretty heavy penalties. That would put the 
responsibility upon the employer of labor to determine whether 
or not the emergency was an extraordinary one, of course? 

Mr. BUCHAN.AN. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. In justice to him, could not that be simplified 

somewhat? 
Mr. BUCHANAN. This is an amendment to the eight-hour 

Jaw, which, I believe, provides for some one to define what the 
emergency is . 

.1\fr. BUTLER. That I did not know. 
Mr. BUCH.AN.AN. This is an .amendment, I say, to the eight

h.our law of 1892. 
l\fr. BUTLER. Then in that law, as I understand, there is 

some authority to determine w:Q,ether or not the emergency is 
extraordinary, is there? 

hlr. BUCHAN.AN. Oh, yes; there is a provision in the eight
hour law which provides for that. 

l\fr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 

to the gentleman from Ohio? 
l\fr. BUCHANAN. Yes. 
1\fr. WILLIS. I wish to say in the beginning that I am heart

ily in favor of the eight-hour law and of this bill, but I want 
un explanation of one clause of this bill. The other day a 
Senate amendment to a bill was concurred in, providing that 
certain improvements on the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers should 
be regarded as emergency work. It was pointed out by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] at that time that that 
would probably exempt that work from the provisions of the 
eight-hour law. Now, in connection with that I desire to ask 
the gentleman what the effect will be of the provision in the 
last line of page 2, where this language is found-

Except in case of extraordinary emergency. 

Perhaps the gentleman has answered the question already, 
but there was so much confusion that we could not hear on this 
side. 

l\!r. BUCHANAN. That question has been answered; yes. 
Mr. WILLIS. I could not hear the gentleman's answer. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. The language is the same as the bill 

passed the other day, and inasmuch as that has been defined 
as an exti·aordinary emergency, I suppose that this bill will not 
apply to that particular work. 

l\fr. WILLIS. Then if this bill passes, notwithstanding the 
fact that Congress is wisely and properly undertaking to em
body the principles of the eight-hour law here, on that river 
work it will not apply? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I said it would not apply to cases of ex
traordinary emergency. I do not think the Senate and the 
House would attempt to do something that they ought not to do, 
and if Congress have declared something to be an extraordinary 
emergency that is not one they have done wrong. I think that 
this destruction of the levees, due to the floods, has made it a 

work of extraordinary emergency to make life and property se
cure and possibly in order that the crops may grow without 
being destroyed and to preserve the health of the people. The 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] can explain that 
better than I can. I am not so familiar with the subject as he. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say, further, that an improvement that 
seeks to avoid a flood a year or so from now is not an ex
tr:10rdinary emergency, and therefore the 8-hour law should 
apply; but it is provided in that bill that notwithstanding that 
fact it shall be regarded as emergency work, and consequently 
the eight-hour law was held not to apply. 

Mr. BUCHAN.AN. I supposed this work was to rebuild what 
was torn out by the flood. I do not know. 

l\fr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. That is exactly what it is for. 
It is to restore those great crevasses in the levees which have 
done such awful damage, and will cost millions of dollars to 
replace. It is to restore the wave-washed levees. This 
$4,000,000 will not put the levees back in as good shape as they 
were in when this extraordinary high water came upon them. 

Mr. BUTLER. That should not be considered as emergency 
work. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. -It certainly is emergency 
work. It is so declared to be in the act. If the gentleman 
lived down there, back of those levees, and had his property 
destroyed, as the proper ty of others has been destroyed by these 
floods, and had the waters finally to recede, and weeks and 
weeks after the recession found the physical conditions were 
such that a single pound of dirt ~ould not be moved, and the 
rains were coming down on him as they have been coming down 
there nearly erer since the water receded, and as they are Hable 
to continue to come; and if he will consider the fact that mil
lions of yards of dirt will have to be put there to restore those 
levees, he would surely think it extraordinary emergency work 
to get those cre·rnsses closed and put those levees in condition 
for the next high water. Not only must we finish the levees, 
but we must revet them with grass. We plant Bermuda grass 
on them, and that work must be done quickly in order to have 
the grass take root and form a protective sod to prevent wave 
wash. 

If any kind of work of which I have knowledge can be con
sidered extraordinary emergency, it seems to me it is that, and 
the Congress declared it to be so in the river and harbor bill 
which passed just a few days ago. 

l\!r. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
one further question. I am simply seeking to get at the facts . 
I understand the gentleman to agree in the interpretation of 
the proposed law which has been placed upon it by the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN], that if this bill passes 
this $6,000,000 will be expended outside of the provisions of 
the eight-hour law. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Only the part applying to 
levees. The portion of the $6,Q00,000 which applies to levees, 
to wit, $4,000,000, is declared by the river andJiarbor bill to be 
for extraordinary emergency work. I do not know tha t this 
provision . will apply to levee work under subsequent acts of 
Congress, but that part of the appropriation in the act recently 
passed is declared to be "extraordinary emergency work," and 
I think under the terms of the bill which we now have before us 
the words: 

Except in case of extraordinary emergency-
Lines 23 and 24, page 2, would except the levee work which 

will be done under the river and harbor act passed a few days 
ago from the general provisions of the pending bill if it become 
law. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then, if I correctly understand the gentleman, 
the sum of $4,000,000 will be expended outside of the vrovisions 
of the eight-hour law. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Yes; that is. my understand
ing. 

l\fr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that the lan
guage quoted from lines 24 and 25, page 2, of t his bill are ex7 
isting law. The bill does not p ropose to change existing la w, so far 
as t}J.at language is concerned. And even if the appropria tion bill 
referred to had not contained the language that is in it, if the 
department engaged in the execution of this work hau deter
mined that tJ:Us work on the levees was extrao1·dinary emergency 
work, the $4,000,000 could have been expended under tlle ex
isting eight-hour law without r egard to an eight-hour workday. 
The insertion of the clause in the appropriation bill simply gave 
the expression of the Congress to the fact that it \va s ex traordi
nary emergency work, and the legisla tive bran ch of the Gov
ernment thereby assumed the responsibility of declaring that it 
was extraordinary emergency work. The passage of this bill 



-9562 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JULY 24, 

:would not in any manner change that, because it provides for 
the exemption from the operations of an eight-hour workday 
all work that is of an extraordinary emergency character. So 
ihis bill would not in any manner affect the appropriation to 
which the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] refers. 

Mr. BUOHANAN. Mr. Ohairman, 21 States of the Union 
ha·re eight-hour laws applicable to labor on public works and to 
State employees. These laws have been adopted within the 
period of the last 21 years. Oolorado, Kansas, New York, and 
Utah have each furnished a precedent-after long-continued 
struggles over the question-of the constitutionality of eight
hour laws and their applicability to public works done by con
tractors. 

It is apparent to me that a large majority of our citizens 
are favorable to a shorter workday or the eight-hour law, 
because in States like Colorado in the West and New York in 
the East, where it has been necessary to revise the State 
constitutions to secure an eight-hour law, the people have voted 
strongly in favor of it. 

In Oolorado a law was enacted in March, 1899, providing for 
eight hours in mines, smelters, and blast furnaces, but in the 
ensuing October the supreme court of the State unanimously de
cided it to !:>e unconstitutional. On November 4, 1902, a consti
tutional amendment embodying the terms of this law, which had 
been approved by all the political parties, was submitted to the 
people under the referendum at the general election and adopted 
by a vote of 72,980 yeas to 26,266 nays. The general assembly 
of Colorado at the close of its next session, from January 7 to 
April 6, 1903, adjourned without enacting an eight-hour law, 
as directed by this constitutional amendment, but in 1905 it 
passed a law which in part resembles the organic act, but is 
inadequate, reflecting neither its letter or spirit. 

In New York an eight-hour "public works" law, with a 
"prevailing rate o~ wages" clause, was enacted in 1897 and 
amended in 1899 and again in 1900. The " prevailing rate of 
wages" clause was decided to be unconstitutional, as was also 
any penalty for the violation of the eight-hour provision. 

In 1905, however, the people, by means of the referendum, 
adopted the following amendment to the constitution by a vote 
of 338,570 uyes and 133,606 nays : 

The legislature may regulate and fix the salaries, the hours of labor, 
and make provision. for the protection, welfare, and saf~ty of persons 
employed uy the State or by any county, city, town, or other civil divi
sion of the State or by any contractor or subcontractor performing 
work Jaber, or services for the State or for any county, city, town, 
village, or other civil division thereof. 

In accordance with this constitutional amendment the -legisla
ture of 1906 enacted the present law, which, with an amend
ment adopted in 1907 extending its scope, is regarded as efficient 
and satisfactory to the wageworkers of the State. In a case in 
which the comptroller of New York City refused to pay for 
work performed in violation of the _law, the contractor secured 
a writ directing payment, but on appeal by the comptroller the 
court of appeals, the highest court of the State, sustained the 
law with this significant expression of opinion : 

The constitution was amended because it did not confer power upon 
the Iegislatm·e to fix and regulate the hours of labor in doing public 
work or the wages to be paid. * • "' The legislature acted under 
the amendment and reenacted the precise law, the overthrow of which 
by the courts made the am~ndment necessary. • • • The people 
in exercising their supreme power did not do a vain act, but effected a 
definite purpose. • • "' We UJ?hold the statute simply because the 
people have so amended the constitution as to permit sucll le~slation. 
The command of the people made in the form prescribed by law must 
be enforced by the courts. 

At the present stage of the discussion of reducing the hours 
of the workday it is no longer necessary to set out to prove the 
benefits to mankind gained everywhere in industrial life through 
cutting off all the hours of employment above 10. On the shelves 
of every public library in our cities are books and reports by 
the score telling of communities made more healthy, more sober, 
more happy, more enlightened by removing the burden of the 
intolerably excessive toil to which tlte workers generally were 
formerly driven. To lop off the 2, 3, and even 4 hours above 
10 was a long step toward substituting humanity for brutality. 
More than that, economically nothing was lost. At the end of 
the year the worker on the average yielded as much output at 
10 hours as at the longer day. He worked more days, he ap
plied more muscle to his task, and he rose from an automaton 
drudge to an intelligent mechanic. It is also to. be noted that 
eTeYy reduction in the hours of daily labor has been followed 
by new and better tools and devices by which the productivity 
of the workers worh.·ing under an eight-hour day has been 
vastly increased over the former long-hour workday. 

With the progressive intensity of application under modern 
methods and speeded-up machinery, workmen by daily e:'l."J)eri
ence know, and with hardly an exception the trained and care-

ful investigators of working-class life employed by either the 
Government or sociological agencies are by diversified observa
tion convinced that 10 hours in an industrial pursuit strain the 
nerves and weaken the general physique of even stron! men, 
the total result being a detriment to the race. With the recent 
necessarily changed modes of living, especially in large com
munities, the 10 hours at work mean more nearly 12 hours' 
absence from home, transit to and from the work place being 
included. 

The laborer's strength diminishes gradually in the course of 
the day. The last hours count against him most. Bodily ail
ments then develop in his weak spots. The quality of his work 
then falls off. His a version, born of weakness and exhaustion, 
then takes root toward the nahu·al avocations of a healthy 
nature in the hours off from the daily grind. It is then that, 
with ?- certain percentage of the worn-out toilers, a era ving 
for stimulant arises, foresltadowing the deplorable consequence 
of indulgence in drink. It is then that the workman is unfitted 
to take part during the evenings in the various duties of his 
life; hence he is the less worthy as a citizen, the less helpful 
to the constructive institutions of society the less a watchful 
patient, and competent father of a family: ' 

. The testimony as to what the wageworkers who enjoy the 
eight-hour day have done with the two hours now their own 
which once were given to the employer is to be seen in a num
ber of callings in many parts of the country. One effect is 
beyond doubt. Their new-found time they have employed in 
such a way as to decrease the death rate, and hence obviously 
the lost time through illness, in their occupations. Every trnde· 
union which pays a death benefit shows from its books a de
crease in payments per thousand members since it has had the 
eight-hou.r day. In this fact alone the body of the argument 
for an ~ght-hour workday, on the score of health, is carried 
to the pomt of conviction. Men who are living longer than their 
predecessors at the same calling are obviously living better 
in all the implications of the word. They and their families 
~re h6used better, dressed better, fed better, educated better
rn all respects, as a whole, are happier. This truth is to be 
seen in so many industries and communities, it is a truth that 
so appeals to common sense and ordinary observation, as well 
as to the conviction developed in us with experience that man 
tends to elevate himself with opportunity, that to attempt to 
prove it by statistics and recapitulations of the inquiry were 
to misapply man's discriminating faculty. 

In proposing an eight-hour day the first question to be settled 
is economic. It is whether the total output will warrant the 
possible lessening of effective toil. In other words, can society 
sustain itself and progress on eight hours' work? To this 
query the industrial wageworkers J"eply, "There has been no 
diminution of output by reason of the reduction of hours of 
labor from 10 to 8. In not a few occupations the output has 
not varied from the results of 10 hours, the number of human 
workers remaining the same in proportion. Workers, with the 
aid of new machinery, within the period of the present genera
tion have in nearly all occupations vastly increased product~ 
Besides, the cessation of the two hours' work in his vocation 
has given the worker opportunity to add to his product in his 
avocations. His leisure hours, it may be said without paradox, 
have given him the time, opportunity, and pleasure of caring 
for his house, his garden, and his side ventures. The eight
hour day has given more, not less, of material things to the 
world. A whole continent, as is the case of Australia, .may 
have the eight-hour day and mankind be the richer. 

It is clear that the eight-hour day is· not only a boon to the 
men, women, and children who toil-tO humanity-but that 
through it, when it shall have become general, the present total 
production of society will be increased. 

The foremost demand of the organized-labor movement is 
for a shorter workday. It is in the interest of labor; it must 
necessarily be in the interest of progress. The eight-hour day 
is the harbinger of more successful industry and commerce, 
its tendency is upward, and it will surely help to solve the 
greatest of all the material problems of our lives on a peace
ful and permanent plane. 

M:r. MANN. I do not wish to ask the gentleman any ques
tion. I ask unanimsms consent that the author of this bill, my 
colleague from Illinois [Mr. WILSON], who· is unavoidably de
tained, may have leave to extend remarks in the RECORD. 

'l'he CHAIRaLW. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\IANN] 
requests that his colleague [Mr. WILSON] be given unanimous 
consent to print remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. · 
Mr.. BUCHANAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

to revise and extend my remarks. 
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The CHAIRUAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani

mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there ob
jection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

to print remarks in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLE

SON] asks unanimous consent to print remarks in the BEcoRD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MANN. I make the same request for myself. 
The CHAIR~f.A..l~. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 

makes the same request for himself. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the bill before us is a bill 

relating to limitation of the hours of daily service of laborers 
and mechanics. It is an eight-hour bill. I have a very de
cided opinion in regard to matters of hours of labor. It was 
my good fortune-as I look back on it now I consider it good 
fortune-that in my youth and early manhood I engaged in 
quite a variety of employments in which, for a considerable 
number of years, I did the hardest sort of manual labor. 

I was possessed df. a good constitution, blessed with good 
health, and with that power of recuperation which a kind Provi
dence gives to us in our youth. Yet I well remember many a 
day when the closing hours of the forenoon and the closing hours 
of the afternoon brought me to a state where it was almost im
possible for me to do good and effective work, to give that 
energy, care, and attention to my work which was required to 
be faithful and efficient in the labor in which I was employed. 
I know of no subject, economic, sociological, humanitarian- for 
it i[ all of these-in regard to which public opinion has changed 
so rapidly in the last 10 or 15 yea.rs as it has with regard to 
the hours of employment. A short time ago I talked with a 
gentleman in whose employ many years ago I, with fair effi
ciency, I think-and I take some pride in that-polished the 
head of a drill with an 8-pound hammer in the deep and win
try recesses of the Black Canyon of the Gunnison, in Colo
rado. When I knew him, himself sprung from the ranks of 
labor, big, strong, vigorous, active, forceful, he found it hard 
to believe that any man had done his duty until he worked at 
least 10 hours._ Talking with him recently he said: 

On some Government work on which I employed many hundreds of 
men recently I was required to comply with the 8-hour law. It 
was a ·new· experience to me. I undertook it with some misgivings and 
with considerable regret. I am glad I had that experience. I never 
had so satisfactory work done in all my experience. I never did a 
piece of work surrounded with as many difficulties which I executed 
and completed as satisfactorily as I did that piece of work, and, strange 
to say, while I paid my men for 8 hours practically what I would 
have paid them for 10 hours the cost was, in my opinion, and based on 
experience of many years, but little, if any, more than it would have 
been under the 10-hour day. 

Mr. Chairman, those of you who have labored at good, hard, 
. physical labor will understand what this means. Let us take, 
for instance, any work requiring the expenditure of the maxi
mum of ph:ysical effort, or work requiring close, constant, strain
ing attention. When a man has done that sort of thing for 10 
hours he must be a remarkable man if he is in condition for 
the next day's work. He will do nearly as much in 8 hours, 
and he will do it better and much more cheerfully than in 10 
hours. So that, from the standpoint of industry, my opinion is 
that we shall in the long run profit in quality and, in many 
cases, in quantity of work if we adopt 8 hours in most lines 
of employment. There are some lines of employment in which 
it will be difficult, perhaps impossible, to reduce the hours of 
labor to 8 without considerable readjustment of business, but 
where it can be done the movement toward the shorter day 
should be encouraged. Looking at it from the higher stand
point of humanity, it gives the man who works with his hands 
some time, other than the hours that he should have for rest 
a"'nd refreshment, for recreation and improvement. Remember, 
there are many men who have gotten what little education they 
have been able to pick up largely in the odd hours before and 
after the day',s work, and that will be true even under the more 
generally favorable conditions for acquiring an education which 
prernil to-day. We are approaching the time when, in my opin
ion, there will be but little objection on the part of anyone to the 
general adoption of the shorter day, in the interest of industry 
and in the interest of humanity. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I understand there is but little oppo
sition to the general purposes of this bill, and therefore no 
necessity for arguing the question at length. I propose to crave 
the indulgence of the House for a short time to discuss some 
matters which are in a way pertinent to a bill to limit the hours 
of labor, for they relate to subjects in regard to which certain 

gentlemen have been working overtime. It has not been an 
8-hour proposition at all. It has covered, in the main, 24 hour s 
a day and 7 days in the week- a work, in my opinion, which the 
gentlemen themselves, those who have been most busily engaged 
in it, will, when they have time to reflect, and in the cold, gray 
dawn of the morning after the 5th of November, feel was a 
work entirely without warrant or justification. I refer to some 
things that have been said, charges that have been made, r elative 
to the .right of certain delegates to seats in the national Re
publican convention recently held at Chicago. 

Before, during, and since the meeting of the Republican na- ' 
tional convention at Chicago, Col. Roosevelt and some of his 
supporters have repeatedly and in the most violent and intem
perate language made the most serious charges of fraud and 
wrongdoing in connection with the election and seating of a 
large number of delegates to the convention. The gravity of 
these charges, the vehemence with which they have been uttered, 
and the persistency with which they have been reiterated, 
coming as it has in a period of unrest and suspicion, have pro
foundly influenced many good people. 

The faith a large number of people have in some of those who 
gave utterance to or repeated these charges had much to do 
with disposing many people to accept them as gospel. Few 
people realize how men may, in the first instance, be misled by 
overzealous or unscrupulous subordinates or supporters, or by 
the statements of those claiming to be informed as to fact~. and 
how difficult it is for even the best of men to admit an error 
after proclaiming it, particularly if it serves an all-controlling 
ambition. 

American political history has fm.'Ilished sufficient examples 
of the extremes to which men will go in making unmerited 
charges under the spur of political ambition or from the sting 
of political disappointment to make our people cautious in ac
cepting as the truth sensational charges prompted by such 
influences. -

It should be r emembered that the Republican Party, with its 
marvelous and glorious history of achievement in the cause of 
liberty, righteousness, and good government, has, at various 
times in its history, been the victim of the most extreme, vin
dictive, and abusive assaults from within its own ranks, and 
that its leaders who are to-day most revered were in the days 
of their activity and usefulness most villianously reviled and 
denounced. 

Nothing in history is more ilStomiding to the student of to
day than the abuse heaped upon Lincoln and the charges made 
against him, as representative of his party, by men within the 
party when he was a candidate for reelection. .Many here can 
recall the measureless and vitriolic vehemence of the assaults 
on the honesty and integrity of the party and its leaders by 
men calling themselves Republicans during the Liberal Re
publican movement in 1872 and the free-silver bolt in 189G, and 
at other times. 

Unfortunately people who ought to be warned by having been 
misled at other times by mere violence of assertion and vehe
mence of denunciation seem to have short memories with regard 
to such matters. Furthermore, we ha1e a new generation of 
voters who, in.experienced in politics and being of honest and 
conscientious intent and purpose, are inclined to accept charges 
made with fine simulation of sincerity as evidence, and vehement 
reiteration in frenzied imitation of outraged -virtue as conclusive 
proof. 

The truth is ever at a temporary disad1antnge in the pres
ence of persistent prevarication, loudly and· violently pro
claimed. Those who would profit by charging others with 
wrongdoing in matters political invariably consider it neces
sary ·to employ the language of extravagance; sensation, and 

·abuse to challenge and fix public attention while, he who tells 
the simple truth finds neither warrant nor excuse for more 
than the plain, unvarnished, unsensational tale. To reply in 
kind to abuse and vituperation is but to cheapen the quality of 
truth. 

NOT .ACllINST INDIVIDUALS BUT THE PAnTY. 

It should be remembered that the charges made against the 
manner of seating the delegates at Chicago are not cha rges 
against any individual or set of individuals, but against a 
great party as represented at the only Nation-wide gathering 
of the party. Men and parties do not become corrupt o>er
night. A party that will do a great wrong to-day could not 
have been honest yesterday, last year, or four years ago, an.a 
yet a majority of the major·ity of the -national comrnittee 'Which 
decided these cases were members of the committee four y ears I 
auo, when Mi -. Roosevelt was pleased with and indorsea the 
co1n1nittce's icorl~. In the co1rrnntion among the majority were 
many who had been personal and political friends of Mr. 
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RooseveU when he was President and had enjoyed his con
fidence. Had the character of all these men changed? 

It had not been my purpose to make any statement in the 
House or elsewhere in regard · to these cases. My mind and 
conscience have been so clear about them that I have felt dis
cussion was almost superfluous. I have been reminded, how-

/

e>er, that as the only present Member of the House 1who was a 
m.ember of the committee on credentials I owed it to my col
leagues to at least briefly review the more generally discussed 
cases. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BA.BTHOLDT] served on 
the national committee during the hearings of the contest cases, 
and I am glad to know that he contemplates discussing them. 
Our friend and late colleague, Mr. MALBY, served faithfully 
in the committee on credentials, including the wearisome all
night session. I sat near him, and noticing his appearance of 
fatigue begged him to retire. Consciencious and honorable 
gentleman that he was, he refused to do so, saying he pre
ferred to hear the argument and evidence in every case. I fear 
that the strain of these long, trying sessions shortened our 
friend's days; if so, he was a martyr to duty. 

HIPORTANT TRUTH BE KNOWN. 

There are reasons why the truth in regard to these contests 
should be known, why the reckless statements with regard to 
them should be refuted of far greater and more far-reaching 
importance than any question of the effect these statements 

·1 nd charges will have upon the fortunes of any party or can-
iaates in the coming election. This great Republic of ours, 

1 the greatest and most successful experiment in free govern-
1 ment the world has ever known, is a Government of parties. 
l The very continuation of our Government depends not only 
upon the honesty :rnd integrity of the people in the manage

·ment of great party organizations and ·otherwise, but in the 
continued confidence of the people in such honesty and in
tegrity. 

THE CH.ANGE IS IN ROOSEVELT. 

If the organization of a great party which has been a leader 
in great moral and political movements can become so corrupted 
between presidential campaigns as to commit such political 
crimes as it is charged were committed in Chicago the party 
is not only in a bad way but the country is beyond redemption. 
If a party of which Mr. Roosevelt had the support and an or
ganization which four yea.rs ago he trusted-and some say con
trolled-could in so brief a time become so lost to all sense 
of decency, what hope is there for a new party which he might 
create? The members of the national committee, whose action 
at Chicago Mr. Roosevelt denounces in such intemperate terms, 
were four years ago, in Mr. Roosevelt's estimation, entirely fair
minded, intelligent, and honorable gentlemen. Is it probable 
that they all fell from that high estate in so short a time? Is 
it unreasonable to suggest that perhaps the change is in Mr. 
Roosevelt and not in the national committee and the member
ship of the convention? 

APPROPRIATING ELECTORS. 

The claim that Col. Roosevelt was denied the nomination at 
Chicago through the larceny of delegates is not only expected 
to contribute directly to the third-party movement, but it is 
expected to contribute even more potently· indirectly by furnish
ing the excuse for the most impuoent and revolutionary plan of 
political larceny ever conceived. It is proposed to appropriate the 
livery and secure the benefits of Republican State organizations, 
while at the &ame time repudiating the party and candidates. 
It is difficult to conceive a more shameless proposal of pure 
piracy than this. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

In Pennsylvania, for instance, about a third of the Republi
cans of the State expressed a preference for Mr. Roose\"elt for 
President. He was not nominated, but the men who were tem
porarily placed in command of the Republican ship by a third 
of the Republican voters are expected, I am told, to continue to 
fly the Republican flag at the masthead and secure whatever 
benefits can be thus obtained with the expectation of eventually, 
whatever happens, scuttling the ship after having gotten away 
with the cargo. 

Tlle local boss of the new crew, being a more cautious pirate 
than some others, has suggested that while he hopes and expects 
to tum the cargo secured under the Republican emblem: over to 
the enemy, he thinks, in decency, he ought to hold out some 
hope to Republicans that, if they prove to be the majority of 
the crew, they may secure the benefits of the cargo obtained 
under their flag. But the chief, under whose orders he seems 
to be operating, repudiates any such mushy procedure; if you 
are to be a pirate, be a pirate, quoth he; carry their flag as 
long as it is to your interest to do so, but eventually make them 
walk the plank and scuttle the ship. 

The Democrats of my native State of Missouri, by a large and 
enthusiastic majority, expressed their preference first last and 
all the time as a candidate for the Presidency for th~ir beioved 
fellow citizen, the honored and respected Speaker of this House. 
He had a majority of the delegates in the Demoeratic national 
convention; a majority of the delegates in that convention voted 
for him: on roll call nine different and distinct times. By all 
reasonable and proper rules be was the candidate of the con
vention. In the moment of his triumph the great prize was ruth
lessly snatched from him without warrant, justification, or ex
cuse. Why are not the Democrats in Missouri proposing to ha Ye 
the Democratic electors in that State vote for CHAMP CLABK? 

If there are any electors anywhere who have any sort of a 
justification for being traitors to the binding and sacred obliga
tion which rests upon an elector to · vote for the candidate of 
the party that placed him in nomination, they are the Demo
cratic electors in Missouri. I assume, however, that they, like 
the man they hono1·ed with their votes, are honest citizens, and 
therefore no such thought has entered their minds. They have 
pro}lably realized, if they have even thought of it, bow clearly 
traitorous would be the act suggested, •how destructive of our 
plan of electing Presidents. What excuse and opportunity 
would be offered for the most outrageous scandals in the case of 
a close vote in the electoral college if electors are held to be 
free to vote as their fancy or interests dictates. We ha>e so far 
beard these shameless proposals only from men who hope to 
profit by overturning the legal machinery of our Government. 
I am not prepared to believe that the men who have received 
party nominations as electors are so recreant to their solemn 
obligations as to commit such acts of perfidy or that the people 
generally would tolerate them. 

COMMITTEE ON CREDENTIALS. 

I accepted service on the committee with reluctance, upon the 
insistence-of my colleagues, because I realized the hard work 
that would be required and the inevitable criticism from one 
side or the other that was sure to follow. At that time my only 
knowledge of the facts with regard to the contested cases had 
been obtained from reading the daily papers, many of them 
reflecting the view of the cases taken by extreme Roosevelt 
adherents. So far as I had any definite opinion with regard to 
the cases which it would require evidence to remove, it was in 
favor of the Roosevelt delegates in certain cases to which I 
shall refer hereafter. 

The committee on credentials of the Republican national con
vention was in session in all aproximately 40 hours, equivalent 
to five 8-hour days. In order to prepare cases for considera
tion of the convention it held one continuous session of nearly 
30 hours. Every contestant who appeared was given a hearing. 
Ample time was given for the presentation of cases, in one case 
over three hours being devoted, at the reqt1>est of the Roosevelt 
contestants, to a case which had been 1m-ani11wusly decided in, 
favor of the Taft delegates by the national committee. No 
man can honestly say, and I think no contestant has said, or. 
will say, that be was not given a fair, extended, and courteous 
hearing by the committee on credentials. I think that state
ment also applies to the hearings before the national com· 
mittee, which heard contest cases for 15 ·days. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. Were not those hearings public? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes; both before the national committee 

and the committee on credentials were public. 
Mr. HILL. And that for the first time in the history of ille 

party? 
Mr. MONDELL. For the first time in the history of any 

political party, as far as I know. The four great newspaper 
associations of the country were represented at all of those 
hearings, and their men were there all of the' time and took 
notes of what _was done and said, so that there was nothing 
said by anyone in connection with any of these contests thnt 
was not heard by the newspaper correspondents. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? , 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield for a question. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I understand the gentleman 

to say that he attended the sessions of the committee on cre
dentials quite continuously. The member ot the committee 
from my State, Mr. S. X. Way, is a gentleman I know very well. 
I intend to get his opinion on these several contests, as;mming 
that he was present at the hearings. Does the gentleman h."TIOW 
whether he was present or not? 

Mr. MONDELL. I was present at all of the hearings, except 
for a short time on the Texas cases. It is impossible for me to 
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say, of course, just how continuously all of the o·ther gentlemen 
attended. When our committee first met, and before we had 

' transacted any business or adopted rules, the ·member from 
California, after talking threateningly and excitedly for a few 
moments, d.ramaticaUy shouted, "Follow me to the Florentine 
room," which room was, I understand, Col. Roosevelt's hencl
quarters. Whereupon there was a somewhat ridiculous scramble 
on the part of certain gentlemen to see who could get out of 
the room first. My recollection is that the member on the com
mittee from South Dakota was one of the boltere. At varying 
intervals they more or Jess shamefacedly returned, or, rather, 
as we understood it, were ordered back by the Roosevelt bosses, 
with the suggestion they better nut bolt until they had some 
excuse for so doing. I don't know just when the member on 
the committee from South Dakota slid back-I do not want 
to do him an injustice-but I am very much mistaken if he 
heard most of the contests. Some of those who have been 
loudest in their denunciation of what was done heard but very 
tittle of the testim.ony or arguments before our committee. That 
is particularl1J true of the me.nibers from California a?id minois. 

NUUBER OF CONTESTS. 

There were contests filed before the national committee in
volving the seats of 252 out of 1,078 delegates in the convention. 
Of these, 238 were brought by Roosevelt contestants against Taft 
delegates. Some of these contests were so utterly frivolous that 
they were not e--ven urged before the national committee when it 
met for the purpose of making up the temporary roll for the 
convention. The committee was in session 15 days, and a large 
1najority of contests which were lteard by the national com.-
1nittee were decided by that cornmittee by unanimous, 01· prac
tically unanimous, vote, and in the cases where there was a 
difference of opinion the vote in favor of the delegates who were 
seated constituted in most of the cases a majority of two-thi.rds 
or over. 

After the national committee had made up the temporary roll 
of the convention, Mr. Roosevelt's managers made up a list of 
cases to be presented to the committee on credentials of the 
co:n..vention, involving the title to 128 seats, thus surrendering 
all claims to 110 of thB seats which had been originally con-· 
tested. That even this list of 128 was padded by· cases known 
to have no merit is evidenced by the fact that the contests 
which were actually presented for the consideration of the 
committee on credentials involved but 92 seats, rsome of which 
;were seats which the national committee had unanimously given 
to Taft delegates. The fact is, therefore, that of the 238 con
tests originally brought by the Roosevelt people but 92 ivere 
taken before the body whose duty it was to finally determine 
who uere entitled to seats in the convention. The Roosevelt 
people had abandonecZ 146 of thefr contests before reaching the 
conventio1i or its credentials committee. 

FRIVOLOUS CHARACTER OF CONTESTS. 

Before taking up the questions involved in the remammg 
cases it might be interesting and profitable to inqui.re into the 
nature and the character of most of the contests brought on 
behalf of :Mr. Roose-velt and the way in which they were brought. 
Of course, it does not prove anything for me to say that the 
overwhelming majority were of the most frivolous character; 
that they were brought delibei•ately for the purpose of confusing 
the issue, misleading the public, and laying the foundation for 
the outrageous charges which followed. As my mere statement 
of belief is not evidence, I should not express that opinion if it 
were not fully justified and substantiated by facts that are not 
questioned and by the aclmission of Roosevelt suppo1·ters. 

In many of the cases from the Southern States, notably Vir
ginia, Georgia, Alabama, and Florida, almost complete sets of 
Roosevelt contesting delegates were named at alleged conven
tions, in no way worthy of the name, held from two to three 
months after the Taft delegates had been regularly elected. It 
is notorious that the holding of these "conventions" and the 
naming of these delegates was due to the activity of a certain 
astute gentleman from the North operating in the interest of 
l\fr. Roose-relt, and said to have been liberal in expenditure. 

MR. MUNSEY'S TESTIMO:NY. 

We have some -very illuminating testimony from a very high 
Ilocsevelt source as to the reasons for bringing these contests. 
I need not remind gentlemen how very enthusiastic Mr. Frank 
A. l\Iunsey has been in his support of 1\Ir. Roosevelt. In the 
literary and journalistic world Mr. Munsey has been by all odds 
the most enthusiastic and emphatic supporter of the ex-Presi
deI.Lt His paper, the Washington Times, published in this city, 
and his magazines have devoted their energies for months to 
further the cause of l\Ir. Roosevelt. l\Ir. Judson 0. Welliver is 
the trusted political writer on the Times who was given a free 

· hand to boost first the Roosevelt candidacy and now the Roose
velt third partJ". l\Ir. Welliver went .to Chicago to watch the 

contest proceedings before the national committee. He saw that 
body, upon which there were a considerable num.be,r of ardent 
Roosevelt supporters, cast into the discard by unanimous vote 
one after another of the trumped-up, fictitious, fraudulent con
tests, and it occurred to Mr. Welliver, and no doubt to Mr. Mun
sey, that it was necessary to reviYe the drooping spirits of the 
Roosevelt adherents, who had been fooled. and misled by the 
b1inging of these contests. It appeared to be necessary to tell 
some truths, and Mr. Welli-ver proceeded to do so in a dispatch 
from Chicago, published in the Washington Times of Sunday 
evening, June 9, which is in part as follows: 
ROOSEYELT FORCES REGAIN CONFIDENCE DESPITE COMMITTEE?S WORK

CO""TESTS UNABLE TO CHANGE RESULT-ARRIVAL OF WILLIAM FLINN 
STRIKES TERROR INTO HEARTS 01i' ADl'llINISTRATIO:N' MEN. 

(By Judson C. Welliver.) 
CHICAGO, June 9. 

Seventy-two contested seats .in the convention have been passed on by 
~~e Repu_bllcan national committee ~nd every one has been given to the I 
:raft claimants. That sounds as if Taft was making a tremendous 
~~oc~~ on Roosevelt strength; but the fact is that it has little signifi-

~n order that the readii:ig public, getting its impressions from the 
da.ily reports of repeated determinations in Taft's favor, may not mis
understand just what is happening, it is necessary to ao back to the ( 
beginning of this campaign and explain some things. "' 

When t13;e nationa1 committee met in Washington last December there 
were persistent rum?rs that Roosevelt might be a candidate. La 
Follette was already m the field. · 

GOT AN EARLY STABT. 

. The. Taft people knew their weakness, and were scared about the 
s1tuatfon. They adopted the plan of holding conventions in the South 
early, beca.use there they had the machinery and eould rush matters 
through with. the· strong-arm procedure and stow away a fine bunch ot 
delegates, while the Roosevelt mowment was still unorganized· indeed 
before Roosevelt could be announced. ' ' 

This they did, and on the day when Roosevelt formally announced 
that he was a candidate, something over a hundred delegates had actu
allr been selected.. When Senator DIXON took charge of the campaign, 
a tabulated sho.wmg of delegates selected to date would have looked 
hop.elessly on~ sided. Moreover, a number of Southern States had called 
their conventions for early dates and there was no chance to develop 
the real Roosevelt strength in the great Northern States till later 

For psychological effect, as a move in practical politics, it was "neces
s'.lry f?r the Roosevelt people to start contests on these early Taft selec
tions m order that a tabulation. of delegate strength could be put out 
that _won!? show Roose-velt holdmg n. good hand in the, game. A table 
showm~ Taft, 150 ~ Roosevelt, 19; contested, O," would not be very 
much calculated to 1IlSpire confidence. Whereas one showin "T ft 
23 ; Roosevelt, 19 ; contested, 127," looked very different. g a ' 

WHY THEY WEIRE STARTED. I 
That· is the whole story of the larger number of Southern contests 

thut were started early in the game. It was never ex.pected that th 
would b~ taken very seriously ; they served a useful purpose and n:~ 
the nah.onal commit:te.e. is deciding them in favor of Taft'. m· m t 
cases, without real d1vis1on. • os 

CO~TESTS TOO RAW. -

The southe:n ~ontests were too raw for the stomachs of even 
the most preJud1ced Roosevelt SllpP-Orters. It must have been 
galling to have to admit tha~ th~se contests were simply gotten 
up to fool the people, to brmg m the waverincr brethren . who 
when in doubt resolve it in favor of the most 

0
promising' band 

wagon, by making them believe that Roosevelt had many more 
delegates than he really had. I do not now recall a more 
humiliati~g confes~ion of a_n attempt to fool the" people. 

The Chicago Tribune, vigorously supporting Col. Roosevelt 
o~ Jun~ 8, after referring to the decision of the national com:: 
m1ttee m the Alabama cases, gave the comment of Ool. Roosevelt 
on the cases as follows : 

The colonel showed the reporters a table of dele..,ates he expected , 
to be awarded ~n the Alabama list. It was shown °that he had con
ceq,ed 22 to Pres1den~ Taft and claimed only 2 for himself. 

_he s"iid~ see, I ba.dn t counted on anything except that one district," 

And yet in the colonel's interest all the Alablinia delegates 
llad been conte&ted, ana all uere claimed for him by his 
managers. . , 

But ~o return to Mr. Welliver's article. After admitting andl 
conceding the fraudulent and psychological character of 
most of the contests, having abandoned the first line of defense I 
and admitted it was mounted with straw guns, a new posi
tion was taken behind cases now claimed to be valid with all 
the positiveness with which all the cases had formerly been de- 1 
fended. He said : 1 

The ninth Alaba..nia was an exception. There is every reason to be
lieve that Roosevelt was entitled to those two delegates. He was robbed 
or them, just as he is to be robbed of the Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan 
and :M.iBsouri delegates that he ought to get and just as he will l!~ 
robbed of the Washington State delegation if the Taft people are con
vinced that they must do it to save themselves. 

The point ls that these contests never were listed as available assets 
of the Roosevelt campaign. It rested on no such flimsy foundation. 

We are here s.olemnly assured that· the ninth .Alabama is "an 
exception." It is, in the sense that it is an exceptionally weak { 
case. In the ca.se of the Indiana, Kentucky, l\lichigan, Mis
souri, and Washington delegations we are assured an awful ! 
robbery was to be committed. How unfortunate it was and is 
that these champions of Col. Roose\elt could not ham looked ' 
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forward and have known that, in the Indiana case, all of Ool. 
Roosci;clt's friends and supporters were to vote with the other 
nicmbrrs of the committee to seat the Taft d.elegates; that in 
tile case of the Mi-ssouri delegates at large they we·re to be given 
with equai 1manimity to Ool. Roosevelt. As to the Michigan 
delegates at large, they were given to Taft without a roll call; 
ancl in the case of. tile Kentitcl-.:y <1elegates at large, but 11 
members of the cornmittee of 52 found, it in their hearts to vote 
fo1· the Roosevelt delegates. 

DISFRANCHISING DEMA..."'l'D. 

The impudent demand made by those responsible for faked 
aud tlirnsy contests, that no delegate whose seat was brought 
iu question by such contests should vote on any question, ~·as 
a case of adding insult to injury. It was a demand that 
those who brought the contests-they afterwards admitted 
were mostly without merit-should benefit by their own wrong
doing to the extent of controlling the convention, steal the ship 
after having, as sailors under the same flag, disabled the ma
jo1:Hy of the crew. 

uah a rule 1vould, a-llow the rnost insignificant minority to 
control a convention by the siniple process of bringing 
tnrmped-up, ele'l:enth-hour contests against the majority, thus 
disquaUf ying them from varticivaUng in the convention. This 
is c.xactlv what the Roosm:clt veople tr·ied to do in Chicago. 

Thjs extraordinary demand was based on the preposterous 
a., umption tbat the bringing of a fake contest against a dele
gate rendered him incapable of honestly decidin~ contests in
-.;-olviug others or other questions coming before the convention. 
To deny a vote to such delegates would leave the con-rnntion in 
coutrol of tllose who were instrumental in fraudulently bringing 
lliefr seats into question, on the theory, no doubt, that one who 
bas Jn.id the preliminary plans for a larceny is in a better frame 
of mind to do justice than his victim. 

Re<luced to few words, what was proposed was that, having 
given notice of contemplated wholesale theft, all the proposed 
\icUD.!s were to be disarmed to allow the easy and expeditious 
per ,,etration of the outrage. 

Pnrliamenta:ry Jnw denies one whose right to a seat is chal
lenged the pri\ilege of voting on the question. The rule was 
strictly obsened in the Chicago convention. No one voted on 
their O'iV11 contest. 

l\Jr. BURKE of South Dakota. It is the law in my State. 
l\Ir. l\IONDELL. The gentleman from South Dakota calls 

my :i ttention to the fact that the rule is the law in his State. 
It is a parliamentary rule everywhere, and it is very proper 
that it should have the sanction of statute. 

MOTION" TO POUGE THE ROLL. 

After the Republican convention had temporarily organized 
it \\US proposed by a motion to "purge,' ' as was stated, the 
convention roll of Taft delegates claimed to be wrongfully placed 
on the temporary roll and seat Roosevelt delegates in their stead. 

Ninety-two sea ts were named, but this included 18 delegates 
from Virginia and 2 from the District of Columbia, where con
.tests were so frivolous that they were entira1y abandoned, leav
ing 72 seats as the number which it is understood Col. Roose
velt aud some of his supporters now refer to as the " stolen 

with regard to delegates had reference to delegates at In.rue 
from Indiana. No supporter of his on .the national committ:e 
voted to seat the contesting Roosevelt delegation. They are not 
mentioned in this list of delegates that must be unseated in 
order to " purge the roll." 

As the Roosevelt people entirely abandoned their claim as to 
146 of tha seats they had contested, and their charges of late 
have been directed toward the contests invoh"'ing the 72 seats 
I have referred to, it is not neces ary to go into detail as to the 
abandoned contests, and we may confine ourselves to a some
what detailed examination of the 72 seats which are the basis 
of the wholly unwarranted and unjustifiable indictment of a 
graat party and its representatives. 

The CHAIR~fAl~. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. · 

Mr. OLl\fSTED. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may proceed to the conclusion of his re
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 

right to object, I would like to ask the gentleman how long it 
would take to conclude his remarks? 

l\fr. l\IO~TDELL. About an hour. I will not take longer than 
an hou~ . 

~fr. WARBURTON. Mr. Chq,irman, reserving the right to 
obJect, the gentleman from Nebraska [l\fr. NORRIS] desires to 
talk in answer to the gentleman from Wyoming. I do not wa.nt 
the exteni::ion of time to preclude his answer. 

.Mr. NORRIS. Ur. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Washington will not object to this extension of time. I do no't 
think it will interfere with me at all. I want the gentleman to 
have all of the time that he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the gentleman will proceed. for one hour. 

NINTH ALABA:\IA. 

In regard to this case, I had received impressions favorably 
to the Roosevelt delegates from a. conversation had with a 
colleague in the House, before leaving for the convention, and 

·on the basis of the statement which this colleague made to me 
believing it to be h·ue, I felt that the Roosevelt delegates had 
a good case. How much mistaken I was in that impression a 
statement of the facts in the case will make very clear. 

The case involving the two delegates from the ninth Alabama 
congressional district is somewhat perculiar in this: 'l'bat if 
every claim made on behalf of the two Roosevelt del gates is 
admitted, still, in view of the undisputed facts, the Taft dele-
gates are clearly entitled to seats in the convention. 

In this distrid there is a dish·ict committee of 30 members. 
When the committee met February 15 for the purpose of ar
ranging for a district convention to elect two delegates to Chi
cago the chairman was absent; without him 15 was a quorum 
of the committee. On the committee being called to order by 

· the secretary a. dispute arose as to the rights of certain per
sons to serve as members of the committee; and, unable to agree, 
the committee divided and two meetings were held in the same 
hall.- There is conflicting testimony as to which faction hncl 
the majority of the committee; there is no question, howev.er, sen ts." The list is as follows: 

Ninth Alabama ______________________________ :_ _____________ _ 
Arizona----------------------------------------------------
Fifth Arkansas----------------------------------------------
Fomth California ------------------------------------------
Thirteenth Indiana----------------------- ------------------
Seventh Kentucky------------------------------------------
Eigbth Kentuck:r-------------~----------------------------
Eleventh Kentucky ------------------------------------------
Michigan---------------------------------------------------
Third Oklahoma------~--------------------------------------

2 
but what the Birch, or the 'l'aft,• crowd had the larger number 

6 of members whose right to serve was not question d, to wit, 13. 
2 The right of two men on the Birch side to serve on the com
~ mittce is called in question, namely, William Latham and Bar
f) vey Hardin. As for Latham, it -was claimed that not he but 
2 his brother James was a member of the committee. In my 
2 opinion there is no doubt but what William Latham was the 
~ Latham who was a member. 

~1~o~~~~~~~~~~~:============================================ 
2 As for Hardin, who was beyond doubt a member of the com
~ mittce, a few days prior to the meeting he had handed a man 

not a member of the committee his resignation, with the under
standing it was to be returned to him if he was able to attend 
the meeting. ·He appeared at Birmingham the night before 
the meeting of the committee and demanded his resignation 
returned to him. This was refused. If Latham and H ardin 
were members of the committee qualified to act, there is no 
doubt but what the Taft people had a majority of at least one. 
On the other hand, to admit the Roose-velt claim to a. majority 
of the committee we must disregard the evidence to the effect 
that Latham and Hardin were lawful members and at the same 
time admit the authority of the chairman to fill four or five 
vacancies without referring the matter to the committee. in
cluding the vacancy alleged to exist on account of Hardin's 
resignation. The right of the chairman to fill such vacancies 
was sharply challenged by the other side. 

Fir t. second, fourth, fifth, seventh, eighth, ninth, tenth, and four-
teenth 'l'exas --------------------------------------------

Washington ------------------------------------------------First, second, and third Washington __________________________ _ 
18 

8 
6 

Total------------------------------------------------ 72 
It might be pertinent to inquire by what peculiar and ex

traordinary power of parfect discrimination the Roosevelt peo
ple arc able to now differentiate these cases from the 146 other 
contested cases which they brought and in whose defense they 
were individually or collectively at one time as vehement as 
they now are in regard to these cases. By what peculiar virtue 
cfoes ne man, by bis insistence upon his followers become the 
sole judge and arbiter of rights to seats in the national Repub
lican convention? What has happened to a number of cases 
with regard to which l\1r. Roosevelt and some of his followars 
ha\e been most ·-violent but which are not contained in this list 
of :llle~e<l stolen seats? If I recollect rightly, Col. Roosevelt's 
earliest and one of his most vitriolic and abusive outbursts 

To me the evidence was conclusive that the Birch, or Taft, 
people had a majorit-y of the committee. Even admitting, for 
the sake of argument, that the wrong Latham was present, tho 
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absence of anyone in the place of Latham left a committee of 
28 nnd as many Taft ns Uoosevelt men if the chairman's ap-
pointees were recognized. . . 

The fact is, howev-er, that had the Roosevelt men a maJor1ty 
of the committee the subsequent procedure deprived them of 
any claim for their delegates. There are four counties in the 
district with regular organizations. The only real office of the 
district committee was to start in motion the machjnery in the 
counties to select delegates to the district convention. If there 
had been no quorum at all at the district committee meeting, 
if but one man had issued the call and it were heeded by thf~ 
county commjttees by appropriate action, the resulting nomi
nations would have been valid. 

What did happen was that the Republican organizations in 
all four counties obeyed the call of the Birch, or Taft, com
mittee and held delegate conventions in two and mass com·en
tions in two of the counties, at all of which delegates were 
elected to the district convention and at the same time to the 
State convention, which in turn elected the delegates at large, 
which were seated unanimously by the national committee at 
Chicago. In due course a district convention was held at which 
regularly elected delegates from all the counties were present 
unchallenged. This convention proceeded to elect the '!'aft 
dekgntes, which were seated. 

On the other hand, no attention was paid by the county 
organizations to the call issued by the Hadley, or Roosevelt, 
faction. In three of the four counties no attempt was made to 
hold conventions. 

A Roosevelt State convention was held in Birmingham, in 
Jefferson County, :May 11, over two months after the conven
tion which elected the Taft delegates. At the same time and 
place it is claimed that a mass convention was held under the 
Hadley call for a district convention, and Roosevelt delegates 
were elected. The report of the minority of the committee on 
credentials does not attempt to claim any regularity of action 
on the part of the Roosevelt men after the split in the com
mittee. They base their claim entirely on the assertion that 
the Birch call was not regular. 

ARIZONA. 

Arizona was entitled to six delegates at large in the conven
tion. The contest there arose over an unauthorized soap-uo:x: 
primary held in 1\Iaric'opa Uounty. While alleged contests were 
started by the Roosevelt men in some of the other counties, 
none were regarded s~riously by anybody except a contest in 
Cochise, which was settled by seating both delegations, with a 
divided vote. 

The history of the Arizona case is briefly as follows : The call 
for the State convention to elect delegates to the national con
vention was regularly issued May 1. In view of the fact 
that there was no State primary law for the election of dele
gates to a national convention the call instructed the county 
committees to meet on the 15th of May and determine which of 
various methods should be adopted for the appointment or elec
tion of delegates to the State convention to be held June 3. Two 
counties, Pinal and . Graham, decided to hold primaries for the 
election of delegates, and in Graham County this decision was 
unanimously agreed to. In Cochise and Yuma Counties the 
Roosevelt people had a majority of the county committees. 
They decided to have the delegates appointed by the committees. 
This plan was followed in the other counties in the State ex
cept l\Iaricopa. 

The county chairman in Maricopa County was n Roosevelt 
man, and upon the assembling of the county committee he 
forthwith and without any preliminaries appointed three Roose
velt men as a committee .-m credeuttals. . This action was chal
lenged, but nevertheless the committee so appointed proceeded 
to report in favor of seating three proxies. There was further 
protest and an appeal from the chair, and while this was going 
on other proxies were presented on behalf of other members 
who were not present. After further consideration the same 
committee which had reported the seating of the three proxies 
later reported against the seating of any ~roxies. This sudqen 
change of front, due to the fact that if proxies were recognized 
the Taft men would have a considerable majority, led to a 
disagreement which resulted in two commjttee meetings and 
two calls, one signed by the chairman for a primary to elect 
delegates to the State convention, and another by the secretary 
and a pro tempore chairman for a meeting of the county com
mittee to select delegates to the convention. In this connection 
it should be remembered that in the Roosevelt counties of 
Cochi e and Yuma the delegates were _selected by the county 
committees, on tlle ground that there was no law under which 
a legal primary could be held. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. MONDELL. Very briefly, I will say to the gentleman, 
because my time is brief. 

Mr. NORRIS; I will not interrupt the gentleman's remarks 
without his consent, of course. I know two hours is very short 
when you have such a burden on your hands. I . want to ask 
the gentleman if it is not true the Taft men in the county ob
jected to proxies and if it is not true they had their way and 
all proxies were eliminated under objection of the Taft men? 

Mr. MOJ\1DELL. First thanking the gentleman f1iom Nebraska 
for his entirely gratuitous expression of opinion as to the 
merits of the case, I would say that I have stated the facts 
exactly as they are and I will state them again if he desires. I 
heard the testimony of the chairman of the committee, and I 
think I know what occurred. I heard both sides tell about it. 

Mr. NORRIS. But the gentleman was not down in Arizona 
when it happened. 

l\Ir. MONDELL. No; but I heard both sides of the case be
fore the committee on credentials. The chairman appointed a 
committee on credentials. There is nobody denying that. The 
action was challenged, nobody denies that. They reported in 
favor of seating three proxies. There is no denial of that. And 
then the same committee appointed by the .Roosevelt chairman 
reported in favor of seating no proxies, and they so reported, 
because if they had seated the proxies the Taft men would have 
had a considerable majority. . 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Mr. MONDELL. If I have the time I have no objection to an 

interruption. What was the question which the gentleman de
sires to ask? 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not understand the gentleman, I ask his 
pardon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. M0~1DELL. I do. 
Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not true 

that in this State call in .Arizona the county committees had the 
right under the call to elect the delegates either by the com
mittee, in which case the call fixed the date when it must be 
done; whether they did not have the right to call the primary, 
or to call an ordinary convention. I desire to ask the gentle
man if it is not true those three methods were specifically pro
vided in the State call? 

Mr. MONDELL. The State committee provided that the 
county committees should decide how they should elect their 
delegates. 

Mr. NOilRIS. When the county did decide to elect or select 
the delegates and did it in the way the State committee desig
nated, there is no question of the legality of the delegates selec
tion, is there? The gentleman is emphasizing the fact that in 
some counties the Roosevelt commjttee selected delegates. I 
want to know whether it was legal or not under the law. 

Mr. MONDELL. So far as the county of Maricopa is con
cerned, the majority of the county committee, either as consti
tuted by the memb_ers actually present or as it would have been 
if the proxies had been recognized, never decided to hold 
plimaries; a minority of the committee so decided. I am one 
of those old-fashioned people who do not believe in the rule of 
minorities of committees that do not represent the people. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
· Mr. MONDELL. Well, if it is brief; but I never will get 
through if I continue yielding to the gentleman. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to say to the gentleman, that if he 
says he does not want to be interrupted I will not do it. I 
would not like to be discourteous. 

Mr. MONDELL. And I do not want to be discourteous. 
Mr. NORRIS. I concede the gentleman has the right to say 

he will not yield, but I want to ask the gentleman, which per- ' 
haps appears in his printed speech, which I am following here, 
whether it is not true that in that primary that he claims was 
not legal or lawful that there was a vote cast within 80 per cent 
of the highest vote that was ever cast in a Republican primary 
in that county? 

l\Ir. MONDELL. Nobody on earth, except the gentlemen who 
hoped to benefit, knows how many votes were cast at that 
primary. Arizona has no primary law ·unless . one has been 
passed since the events related, so I do not know how any 
legal primary could ever have been held in the county. 

Mr. NORRIS. I can give the gentleman the information, if 
he would like to have it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Wel1, the gentleman may be able to give me 
the statement of somebody as to how many votes were alleged 
to have been cast at a soap-box primary, where anybody could 
have repeated all day 1ong; anybody could ha Ye cast n tllousan<l 
votes at one time, and wl:ere the returning officers could ha>e 
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multiplied the returns a thousand times and not be guilty even 
of a breach of the peace or a misdemeanor. 

l\fr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman there if it is not 
h·ue that there never was and never has been any charge 
brought of any fraudulent vote or anything fra-qdulent about 
that primary, except the Taft men claimed that it was illegal
if there is any evidence that there were any fraudulent votes 
cast there, or that any Democrats voted in that primary? 

Mr. 1\IONDELL. I do not recollect that there was much evi
dence as to the casting of ballots at that primary, if, as a mat
ter of fact, one is justified in referring to such a performance as 
the casting of ballots. The gentleman asks if there was any 
charge of frandulent voting. There could not have been any 
such thing as fraudulent voting at that primary in the ordinary 
acceptance of the term. Anybody could have voted-Republican, 
Democrat, or what not. Anybody could have voted a score of 
times. Those controlling these misnamed ballot boxes could 
have made up any returns they saw fit, could have padded them 
to suit their purpose, and there is no law under which it could 
have been punished. Probably the Roosevelt people would have 
considered it in the nature of a good joke. It is very clear 
that the majority of the county committee and the people in the 
county who were for Taft believed that anything would be done 
that it was necessary to do to show a Roosevelt majority. The 
whole affair was in the hands of the Roosevelt people. No one 
else was represented. A little later in my speech, if I ha·rn 
time, I want to make some observations to the general subject 
of soap-box primaries. 

Immediately after this call for a primary was issued a ma
jority of the county committee advertised extensively through 
the newspapers and otherwise, warning Republicans against 
participating in the primary as it was illegal and irregular. 
Practically no Republicans except those who were for Roosevelt 
did participate. There were La Follette men who refused to 
participate, as did the Taft men, there being but 11 Taft votes 
cast. 

The executive committee of the State committee met two days 
before the State convention for the purpose of hearing all con
tests and making up a temporary roll, and timely notice was 
given to all interested parties. There is no doubt but that. all 
had information as to the date and purpose of the meeting. 
There was only one contest, that from Cochise County, sub
mitted, and both delegations were seated with a divided vote, 
and thus the temporary roll was made up. 

In the a.ssembling of the convention the temporary roll was 
read and objection was made by a gentleman whose name was. 
not ~n the temporary roll, and his objection was overruled. 
One nomination only was made for temporary chairman, and 
the person nominated was declared elected and took his place 
as temporary chairman. 

A.t this stage of the proceedings a number of gentlemen-less 
than 20--whose names were on the temporary roll and others 
went to one side or corner of the hall, and according to all 
accounts the noise and confusion that ensued was terrific. This 
band of gentlemen, one of whose number had mounted a plat
form, proceeded amid loud noise and great confusion, .during 
which time whatever was done was largely by pantomune, to 
hold what they afterwards referred to as a convention at which 
they alleged they appointed committees on resolutions and 
credentials, received and accepted their reports, and elect~d six 
delegates to the national convention pledged to Roosevelt. 

I asked the gentleman who presented the case· before our 
committee how it was possible to make up and receive reports 
of committees in so brief a time and amid such confusion. He 
cheerfully adrnitted that he believed the reports had been made 
1tp beforehand. The regular convention, with 68 of the 93 votes 
on the temporary roll, remained in session for over two hours. 
All business was transacted in an orderly way; committees were 
appointed and reported. The usual votes were taken, and six 
Taft delegates were elected. 

There never was a cleaner case of a prearranged rump con
vention than this, and it was made necessary, if any excuse 
was to be had at all for a contest, by reason of the fact that had 
there been no temporary roll and only the uncontested delegates 
nllowecl to participate in the temporary organization the Taft 
people would have controlled the convention by a considerable 
.majority. 

FIFTH ARKANSAS. 

From Arkansas contests were originally filed with the national 
committee cm·ering the delegates a.t large and those from the 
first, second, third, fourth, fifth, and seventh districts. The 
national convention was unanimous in seating the Taft delegates 
from all but the fifth district, and in that district_ the vote was 
42 to 10. That was the only Arkansas case taken before the 

committee on crede:r;itials, and it was one of the cases in the 
" roll purging" resolutions. 

An enterprising gentleman by the name of ReddinO' is clerk 
of the Federal court at Little Ilock. He was a conte~ing dele
gate before ~he national convention four years ago, but he did 
not carry his case to the committee on credentials after an 
ad':"erse dec~sion by the national committee. Mr.' Reclding, 
whil~ repudiated, was not discouraged. Ile claims to have 
continued an organization in the fifth Arkansas district. True 
his organization did not hold any meetings in the interim did 
not no~at.e a candidate for Congress in the last congressional 
campaign; m fact, Mr. Redding's organization seems to have 
been in a state of hibernation or suspended animation since his 
downfall in 1908. 

On the other hand, the organization which was recognized in 
1908 :iom~nated a ~andidat~ for Congress in 1910, kept up an 
orgai;i1zation, and m due time called a convention to elect a 
candidate for Congress and delegates to the national conven· 
ti.on. Thi~ ac~vity seems to have aroused the dormant Red· 
ding orgamzation, or Mr. Redding himself, for he seems to have 
been the whole show. The awakening, however, seems to have 
been a slow and difficult process, for Mr. Redding gave but 
three days' notice of the holding of his convention on the same 
day and in the same town, Little Rock, as the regular conven
tion. Testimony is conflicting as to whether there was a baker's 
dozen or a score at l\lr. Redding's convention and how many 
if any, were Republicans. ' ' 

The regular convention was well attended. There was but 
one contest, and both delegations were seated with a divided 
vote. The proceedings were orderly and in proper form and 
the ~elegates ~ere instructed for .lllr. Taft. The Redding co1i. 
ventwn was a Joke, the contest was a farce, and yet this is one 
of the cases which is being constantly alltu:led to as a case of 
stolen delegates. 

FOURTH CALIFORNIA. 

The fourth California case was not heard before the com· 
mittee on credentials. When the case was reached in alpha
betical order, neither the Roosevelt delegates nor their attorneys 
could be found, whereupon a messenger was dispatched to 
inform them that the committee would take up the case when
ever it suited their convenience. Several hours later a com
munication signed by the Roosevelt delegates was presented to 
tl1e committee. This communication was most insultinO' in 
character, impugned the motives of the members of the ~om
mittee, stated that the Roosevelt delegates had no confidence in 
the committee, and therefore declined to present their case for 
the committee's consideration. In the absence of the California 
member of the committee, who had previously bolted, this com· 
municn.tion was presented by another member. 

The call for the Republican convention provided-
that in no State shall an election be so held as to prevent the delegates 
from any congressional district and their alternates being selected by 
the representative electors of the district. · 

That provision is in accordance with the highly important 
principle· of local elf-government. It is founded in justice, 
equity, and righteousness. Is there a Member within the sound 
of my voice who questions the wisdom and propriety of that 
provision. 

I will guarantee there is no one who does not believe we ought 
to insist that the people of a district shall haye the right to 
elect their delegates as they elect 'their Member of Congress. 
If there is such, I should like to have him rise and say so. I 
do not see any gentleman rise. 

After that call was issued the Legislature of California, 
under the influence of the governor, passed a law under which 
the voters of the entire State voted for all of the district dele
gates, though the nominations were made by districts. 

Under the terms of the call none of the Roosevelt district dele
gates from California were entitled to seats in the convention. 
All were seated, however, except the delegates from the fourth 
district, where the Taft delegates had an undoubted majority 
of the votes of the district. · 

The Republican Party may be defeated, and it can stand de
feat, but it can not afford to agree to a policy under which the 
people of a district are virtually disfranchi ed. The pmiy can 
not afford to tolerate practices under which great cities will 
control delegations fr011i iohole States. I do not believe any 
party in this country will ever give its assent to the California 
plan, the plan which gives bosses their desired opportunity to 
control delegations. 

THIRTEENTH INDIANA. 

The next case, taking them up alphabetically, in the "purg
ing resolution" is that of the thirteenth Indiana. It stands in 
a class by itself, and illustrates how men overreach themselves 
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when they part company with their judgment. I am rather in
clined to the opinion that of the delegates elected to the thir
teenth Indiana convention a very small majority was at the 
time the meeting was called to order favorable to Mr. Roose
velt. The test came on the election of a permanent chairman, 
a Taft man being clearly and legally elected by a very narrow 
majority. The vote in Laporte C-0unty, which was cast for the 
Taft chairman, was challenged by a delegate from another 
county on the ground that there were two or more delegates 
who were instructed for Roosevelt, and therefore intended or 
were expected to vote for a Roosevelt man for chairman, but 
on the polling of the delegation the solid vote was again given 
for the T:.tft chairman. From Fulton County the Taft chairman 
received one-half vote more, so it was claimed by outsiders, than 
the Taft strength in the county, but the delegation stood by its 
vote. 

The election of the Taft chairman seems to h:rrn convinced 
the Roosevelt men that the Taft people had a majority in the 
convention and they immediately inaugurated the riotous pro
cedure which seems to have been a part of the general plan of 
the Roosevelt supporters everywhere. When the chairman, fol
lowing a rule previously adopted, declined to poll a county 
delegation in regard to the representation of the county on the 
credentiaJs committee pandemonium broke loose, and the dis
order was such that it was difficult to hear the proceedings. 
The committee on credentials dismissed all contests, of which 
there were six against Roosevelt delegates and two against Taft 
delegates. · In the midst of fearful din and confusion kept up by 
Roosevelt people, which lasted several hours, and during which 
time the chairman used a megaphone, Messrs. Studebaker and 
Fox, Taft delegates, were ~eclared elected, there being no other 
nominations made and some of the Roosevelt delegates failing 
to vote. The result of the vote was not questioned at the time 
nor for more than a month and a half afterwards. 

After the adjournment of the regular conyentlon and as the 
delegates were leaving the hall, a few delegates gathered under 
a balcony in a corner cf the hall where they remained for not 
to e.~ceed five minutes. In the meantime the band was playing 
and the usual confusion attending the adjournment of a meeting 
was going on. At that time and under those circumstances it 
was claimed that the contesting delegates were elected. The 
noise was so great that the probability is that a few of the 
little handful gathered could hear each other. To call snch 
gathering a convention is ridiculous beyond words. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman .yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to yield briefly. 
Mr. NORRIS. Is it true that there was a statement pre

sented to your committee, signed by !:! majority uf the members 
of this convention, stating that they bad voted against the elec
tion of the Taft delegates? 

Mr. MONDELL. No; there were some affidavits to the effect 
that those signing them had not voted for Taft delegates. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman bas not answered my question. 
Mr. MONDELL. I said no. That was my answer to the 

gentleman's question. 
Mr. NORRIS. The question I wanted particularly to call the 

gentleman's attention to was when through the megaphone the 
chairman called for the negative vote on the election of the 
Taft delegates whether or not there was not a statement pre
sented by ex-Senator Beveridge to your committee signed by a 
majority of that convention stating that they hall. voted against 
that motion? 

Mr. MOl\TDELL. I do not recall any such statement. I am 
quite certain there was none. I think it was conceded there 
was no considerable vote. Most of the Roosevelt people did not 
vote. Senator Beveridge did not appear before our committee 
in regard to the thirteenth Indiana. The gentleman from 
Nebraska is barking up the wrong tree. He is talking about 
the wrong contest. Senator Beveridge was before our committee 
for two long hours in tbe middle of tbe night in regard to the 
Indiana contest at large. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have not asked about the Indiana contest 
at large. 

Mr. MONDET.,L. Certainly, if the gentleman.. has in mind 
fl uything that BeYeridge ~aid, it has to do with the delegates 
at large. 

Mr. NORRIS. Did he not appear as attorney for the Roose
velt contestants? 

Mr. MONDELL. Not according to my recollection on the 
thirteenth Indiana. He appeared for the delegates at large, of 
which he was one. I am amazed that the gentleman from 
Nebraska will stand here and defend outrageous riots such as 
that in the thirteenth Indiana. If there ever was a case where 

men were utterly unjustified and unjustifiable in what they did, 
that was the one. 

1\-fr. HILL. · Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman remember how Mr. Cady, 

tlle La Follette member on the committee, voted on the thir
teenth Indiana case? 

Mr. MOl\TDELL. Yes; he voted with us on the thirteenth 
Indiana and referred to it in a report he made to the convention, 
as follows: 

The Roosevelt delegates created such noise and confusion, lusting 
for hours, that the transaction of business was impossible. It appears, 
on the other hand, that the T.aft forces were enabled to transact the 
necessary business and elect their delegates. The opposition to the 
proceedings, resulting in the election of the Taft delegates, was nothing 
less than a deliberate attempt to create u state of anarchy, and . under 
the circumstances we do not feel that the Roosevelt delegates were 
entitled to seats against the Taft delegates. 

What the gentleman from Nebraska probably has in unnd is 
a bunch of hazy affidavits which were filed as an afterthought 
and which had reference to the proceedings that day. There 
were 143 delegates in the convention. There were 70 of these 
affidavits couched in the most general terms, and it is im
possible for anyone to say whether they have reference to the 
regular convention or to the little five-rilinute gathering under 
the baJcony in the midst of noise and confusion and band plny
ing when the Roosevelt delegates were said to have been elected. 
There were four affidavits signed by men who said that they 
were favorable to Roosevelt, but in the noise and confusion of 
the convention they did not vote at all and left before the 
alleged rump convention. If the gentleman is relying on these 
affidavits he loses his case by his own 1oitness. 

I have already stated that I am rather inclined to the opinion 
that when the convention met there was a small majority
possibly two or three-favorable to Roosevelt, but when the 
Taft candidate for temporary chairman was elected by a small 
but unquestioned majority some of the Roosevelt men started 
a riot, during which some of the Roosevelt men did not vote at 
all. The major portion of them refused to vote. There was no 
evidence that any Taft man had anything to do with the noise 
and confusion. No one claimed anything of the kind, and if 
the Roosevelt men had kept quiet they would have had abundant 
opportunity to have displayed their strength, whatever it was. 
They saw fit, in the words of the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
to create a state of anarchy. 

KENTUCKY. 

In Kentucky the policy of "psychological" contests, to which 
I have heretofore referred, was inaugurated as in other parts 
of the South. The Taft delegates at large, as well as those 
from the first, second, fourth, seventh, eighth, and tenth con
gressional districts were contested. Of these contests ou.ly 
those from the seventh and the eighth were carried to the com
mittee on credentials. 

The Republican Party of Kentucky operates under a set of 
rules adopted long since and uniformly recognized as binding on 
Republican assemblies and conventions. 

SEVENTH KENTUCKY. 

The convention in the seventh Kentucky district met in ac
cordance with a regular call, and· a temporary roll wa.s made up 
in accordance with the rule which, in case of a contest, places 
the delegation on the temporary roll whose credentials a.re 
approved by the county chairman. 

A Taft man was elected temporary chairman of the conven
tion by a vote of 98 to 47. A committee on credentials, consist
ing of one member from each county, designated by the dele
gation, was appointed, and in due course it reported; its report 
being signed by a.11 of the members of the committee but one 
who presented a mino_rity report. Not only was the majority 
report supported by the overwhelming majority of the com
mittee, but it bears every evidence of absolute fairness. The 
disagreement was particularly over Fayette County. There is 
abundant evidence that the Tdft men were largely in the ma
jority in the mass convention in that county, and that conten
tion is supported by the fact that the chairman, who was fayor
able to the Roosevelt cause, refused a demand for tellers on the 
\ote for temporary chairman, but proceeded arbitrarily to de
clare the Roosevelt candidate elected. This arbitrary and revo
lutionary act on the part of the chairman, which is not dis
puted, resulted in two conventions in the same hall, one of 
which elected Taft and the other Roosevelt delegates to the 
district convention. As I have stated eyery member of the 
committee on credentials of that convention except one voted to 
seat the Taft delegates from that county, and the committee on 
credentials of the State convention which elected the delegates 
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at large who were seated also held that the Taft delegates from 
this county were entitled to their seats. 

In the Scott County convention the Roosevelt men bolted the 
convention after tellers had been appointed to count the vote 
for temporary chairman, but before the vote was taken. In 
Franklin County the Roosevelt followers bolted immediately 
after the unchallenged election of the temporary chairman, and 
they held their convention in the courthouse yard, if a con
•ention it could be called. The testimony is that there was 
only a handful of people present. In Woodford County the 
chairman, a Taft man, refused to grant a count of the votes 
cast for temporary chairman, and following the rule which was 
followed in a similar case in Fayette County, where the Roose
velt chairman had refused a count, the Taft delegates from 
Woodford County were unseated and the Roosevelt delegates 
seated. 

In all the Kentucky district cases the purely technical point 
was raised that after the call for district conventions had been 
issued the bounda1ies of the districts were in some instances 
changed by a redistricting act. Of course, it was impossible 
to modify the call after it was issued, and this convention was 
the flimsiest kind of a technicality. 

After the report of the committee on credentials of the dis
h·ict convention, as above stated, was adopted, certain Roose
velt men bolted the convention and held another alleged conven
tion elsewhere, and it was the delegates thus elected that the 
national committee refused to recognize. 

EIGHTH KENTUCKY. 

In the eighth Kentucky district there are 10 counties. There 
were 163 votes in the district convention. There were contests 
from but two counties. If both were given to the Roose-velt 
men, the Taft fo1·ces would have had o-i;er 100 out of 163 dele
gates in the conventi<Fn. In one of these counties the Roosevelr 
followers had bolted because the .chair appointed tellers when 
they claimed they wanted them elected. They left before the 
vote was announced. The Taft delegates were seated in the dis
trict convention. In the Boyle County convention the tellers 
appointed by the chair agreed that the Taft men had a majority, 
but the chairman refused to accept their statement and certi
fied to the contrary. This delegation was divided and each 
side given half in the district convention. 

After the report of the committee on credentials had been 
adopted, fo1lowing the practice which seems to have become a 
habit with the Roosevelt people, a few of them bolted the con
vention. One of the flimsy pretexts for so doing was that some 
of those who participated were from a county not in the new 
congressional district, though they were in the congressional 
district at the time the call was issued. 

After the regular convention had adjourned a rump conven
tion was held by the Roosevelt men, at which they elected the 
contesting delegates to the convention. It has nev-er been 
claimed that this rump convention contained a majority or 
anything more than a small minority of delegates who had 
vresented any claim of a right to sit in the district convention. 
The national convention very properly refused to recognize 
delegates so elected. 

ELEVE~TH KE~TUCKY. 

The eleventh Kentucky was a Taft contest. The " purging 
resolution" claimed that two votes were stolen in that district. 
As a matter of fact, only one vote was given to Taft by the 
national committee, the matter having been compromised by 
seating one each of the Roosevelt and Taft delegates. As a 
member of the committee on credentials. I heard this case with 
great interest, for it was a case where the usual procedure was 
reversed. In this case the Taft delegates instead of the Roose
velt delegates bolted the district convention. It is true they had 
abundant cause for so doing. The chairman, a Roosevelt man, 
constituted himself the whole show, and ran things with a high 
hand, as is evidenced by the fact that 284 delegates out of a 
total membership of 384 repudiated the proceedings under the 
chairman and proceeded to elect delegates. If a bolt was ever 
justified it certainly was on that occasion, but the weary 
monotony of bolts by Roosevelt men on the flimsiest pretext 
disinclined me to favor bolts, and in this case I voted to seat 
both of the Roosevelt men. It was the first case in regard to 
which there had been a shadow of doubt in my mind. I was 
anxious to resolve it in favor of the Roosevelt men, but the 
majority of the committee belieyed the decision of the vote as 
agreed upon by the national committee was fair. 

MICHIGAN. 

The contest involving the six delegates at large from Michi
gan and the incidents leading up to it furnish capital material 
for a farce comedy, in which a highly impulsive governor, not 
so long ago for Taft, at the time of our story for Roosevelt', 
and now for Wilson, played a star part. A company of the 

State militia also figures in a picturesque but rather unwilling 
part. A millionaire ex-member of the Cabinet under Mr. noose
velt, who had imbibed the spirit of the new nationalism to the 
point where he considered himself justified in running conven· 
tions, if he had a chance, according to his own sweet will, and 
a State chairman who, after the manner of some other small 
boys, refused to play unless he could run the game, took p-romi· 
nent serio-comic parts. 

To begin with, the State chairman, who was a pronounced 
Roosevelt man, declined to sanction a call for a meeting of the 
State committee preliminary to the State convention issued by 
the secretary and approved by a majority of the committee; be 
also refused to abide by or approve the action taken, which con
sisted, among other things, in rescinding the former action of 
the committee in the selection of a temporary chairman for the 
forthcoming State convention, the person previously selected 
having announced his intention to deny roll calls and to decide 
ques~ons in accordance with hls personal preference. -

Nobody but the impulsive governor had any notion that tliere 
was likely to be disorder at the State convention, nevertheless 
the locn1 armory, where the convention was to be held, was 
found on the morning of the convention to be under guard 
by a detachment of police and militia ordered there by the 
governor. Difficulty w~ experienced in securing admlEsion, 
but a formal demand havmg been made by the State committee, 
they were :finally admitted only to discover that not only had 
the go¥ernor guarded the doors with his soldiers, but that his 
political adviser, the chairman of the State committee, had in· 
trenched himself in state on the rostrum, protected by the strong 
military arm of the State. 

The members of the central committee called upon the chair
ma~ to call them to order, but he refused to play, and they were 
obliged to select another chairman for the tranrnction of busi
ne s. The soldiers, to their great relief, having been called off, 
the doors were finally opened, and the delegates and others 
were admitted, as at national conventions, by card. The chair
man of the central committee :finally consented to call the meet
ing to order. '.fhe secretary then reminded the chairman that 
the State committee had selected, as they had the tight to do, a 
temporary chairman. This chairman assumed the chair, and 
the call for the convention was read. l\I~anwhile the chairman 
of the State committee was still attempting to act as temporary 
chairman of the convention. Among other things, he declared 
one Baker elected temporary chairman. In order to settle the 
matter the regularly appointed temporary chairman ordered a 
roll call on the election of l\!r. Baker. There were yeas 67, 
nays 818. 

Pursuing the tactics that have become familiar in connection 
with the e cases, the chairman of the State committee and a 
few others proceeded to make all the disturbance possible r.ud 
succeeded very well indeed. Hcnce-ver, the coni-cntion wetit on 
with its u;orlv, committees were appointed and reported, four 
mll calls were had, icith a majority vote of from 900 to 915 in 
each case and a minority of not to exceed 21 in any case. For 
a considerable time the State chairman, still claiming to pre
side, occupied one end of the platform and, with a few others, 
made all the noise possible. Finally this disturbing element 
left the hall, taking not to exceed ~00 of those claiming seats 
in the convention of oYer 1,000. These bolters claim to have 
elected the contesting Roosevelt delegation. 

The committee on credentials of the convention gave abun
dant opportunity for the hearing of contests, but the contcstees 
from the two counties fTom which there were contests, Calhoun 
and Wayne, did not submit their cases. Hacl the Roosei;elt 
claimants from those counties presented the-ir cases and been 
seated the Taft people ioottld still have been in control of the 
con'/jention by a good majority. There were troubles in the 
county conventions in these two counties. In Calhoun County 
the Roosevelt people created such a disturbance that it was 
with the greatest difficulty that the convention transacted its 
business. In Wayne County the Roosevelt manager, who was 
not a delegate to the convention, and a few others, not to exceed 
45, gathered in one part of the hall and created a perfect bedlam 
by shouting and gesticulating, and finally left the hall After 
the row had subsided the convention transacted its business in 
an orderly way, elected its delegates, and adjourned. 

Tlze Taft delegates froni Michigan icere seated by the nati-Onal 
committee without a roll call. The Roosevelt contestants did 
not take the trouble to include the case in the list of cases to 
be appealed to tlw committee on credentials, and yet the Taft 
dclegate.5: from Michigan were among those designated as ha'l:
ing been stolen. 

THIRD OKLAHO:!IU. 

Ou the morning of the r1ay fixed for holding tlle qistrict con
vention in the third Oklahoma dish·ict, a meeting of the con-
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gressional committee was held at which each of the 19 counties 
composing the district were represented by committeemen or 
proxies. The question of the right of W. S. Cochran to a seat 
in the cominittee and to act as chairman, which he proposed 
to do, was questioned, he having mcn·ed from one county in_to 
another and both counties claiming other representatives. This, 
and the fact that the chairman refused to allow the committee 
to pass upon the question of its own membership, but insi~ed 
upon arbitrarily recognizing or refusing to recognize pro~1.es, 
resulted in a resolution being offered to declare the position 
vacant. There is no question but what 11 members of the com
mittee who were present in person voted for this resolution_ 
,Whereupon Cochran announced the committee adjourned until 
1.80 p. m., though according to the terms of the call the conyen
tlon was to meet at 11. After making this announcement, 
Cochran and a few others walked out of the committee meeting 
and the committee continued its business by electing officers, 
making up a temporary roll, and so forth. At 11 o'clock the 
convention met in the World Building, the temporary roll was, 
in due course of business, made the permanent roll, delegates 
favorable to :Mr. Taft were elected, and the records of the con
vention, including the credentials of all the county delegates, were 
properly certified by the officers -0f the county organizations nnd 
transmitted to the national convention. 

Cochran called a convention at the opera house. This con
vention had no regular credentials from the counties. Testi
mony before the national and credentials committees was that 
this so-called convention had no real organization and was 
largely made up of 1dlers and curiosity seekers. This case was 
so plain that the national committee did not have a roll call, 
and the testimony before the congressional committee left abso
lutely no doubt as to the regularity of the Taft delegates. 

SECOND TENNESSEE. 

The second Tennessee was one of those districts in which it 
is claimed that the Taft delegates were fraudulently seated. 
This is the district so ably represented on this floor by Hon. 
RICHARD W. AUSTIN, who has been twice .elected to this House 
as a Republican. When the district convention met on March 
9, there were contests from five counties, two of which had 
·been instituted through a misunderstanding of the facts and 
were abandoned. When the committee on credentials was .ap
pointed the contestants from the other three counties declined 
to submit the.il· cases to the committee and organized a bolt. 
The convention proceeded to do business in a regular way and 
elected two Taft delegates to the Chicago conveiition, regularly 
elected Roosevelt delegates from two counties remaining in the 
convention throughout its entire sessi-0n. Some bolters also 
held what, being devoid of a sense of humor, they were pleased 
to call a "convention." Realizing later that their action was 
in the nature of a political joke, they resurrected the tattered 
remnants of an old organization which had been fighting Mr. 
AusTIN and making his election as a Republican Congressman 
difficult. This outfit called another convention, at which only 
part of the counties in the district were in anywise represented, 
and elected as Roosevelt delegates to the com·ention two men 
who had participated in the election of delegates to the former 
regular convention. It is very clear to the dullest understand
ing that the men so ·elected were not entitled to seats in the 
Republican national convention. • 

NINTH TENNESSEE. 

The two Taft delegates from the ninth Tennessee district were 
among those claimed to have been improperly seated, although 
the Roosevelt delegates and their attorneys thought so little 
of their case that they practically abandoned it before the cre
dentiais committee. 

There are two organizations in this distrid, both claiming to 
be r egular, both of whom named congressional candidates two 
years ago, and each organization held district conventions. 
At the head of one is the State treasurer elected by a Demo
cratic legislature. The chairman of the organization supported 
the Democratic candidate for governor in 1910. This organiza
tion, on March 26, held a convention at which it elected dele
gates instructed for Taft. Later, on the theory that 30 days' 
notice had not been given of the first convention, they held 
another convention, again without proper notice, and elected 
and instructed tbe same delegates for Roosevelt, having in the 
meantime, possibly owing to the advent of missio.na.ries from 
the N01·th, changed their minds with regard to the candidate. 

The other organization, which had b€en recognized as regular 
by the State committee in the election of 1910, and whose can
didate for Congress received a considerably Jarger vote in that 
year than the candidate of the rival organization, held an 
orderly convention, after due notice, and elected delegates in
structed for Taft, which delegates were seated, as above stated. 

TEXAS. 

The contest ·oTer the eight delegates at large from the State 
of Texas is the only one heard before the committee ori creden- · 
tials all of which I did not hear. It came after a long night 
of hearings, and I was absent while a part of the testimony was 
being taken. The main facts are, however, undisputed. Texas 
has a primary law under which parties casting over 100,000 
Yotes must act. In 1806 and in 1900 the vote of the Republican 
Party was large enough to bring it within this law, but under 
the incubus of the Federal officeholding machine, of which 
Col. Cecil Lyon has been the head, the Republican vote has 
steadily dwindled. The Republican vote was 167,000 in 1896, 
121,000 in 1900. Roosevelt received but 51,000 votes in 1904. 
Taft did some better in mos, with a vote of 65,000, but the Re~ ' 
publican candidate for go\-ernor of the Lyon officeholders' ma
.chine in 1910 received but 26,000 votes. Having manipulated 
matters in the interest of his officeholding clique so that the 
Republican vote was too small to require primaries, Col. Lyon 
was able and did control affairs in a way to deprive the ma
jority of the Republicans of the State of control of the party 
and place it, or attempt to place it, in his own hands. 

Of the 249 counties in the State of Texas there are 9 which 
did not cast a single Republican vote at the last election and 
32 which cast less than 10. The average .of the Republican 
vote in 99 cou:uties was less than 23. No bona fide prim.aries 
or conventions or gatherings of an'!f .kind to elect delegates to 
the Sta,te co1ivention. were heW in any of t1iese counties. Post
masters friendly to the Lyon machine sent bogu's proxies to 
Lyon and his o::fficeholding henchmen for the purpose of en
abling them to control the State convention. The minority -of 
the committee on credentials of the national convention admit 
in their report that 40 of these eounti~ were not entitled to · 
representatives in the State convention. 

When the State committee, dominated by Lyon's Federal 
officeholders, met for the purpose of making up the temporary 
roll of the State convention, a Mr. Elgin attempted to keep 
from the temporary roll these counties in which there had b-een 
no regular election of delegates, and though they were tempo
r~r.i1y omitted they were finally placed upon the roll. No pro
vision was ma.de whereby c-0ntesting delegations could get into 
th~ convention hall, and it was made clear that the Lyon ma
c?-me, through its postmasters' proxies from prairie dog coun
ties, proposed to control the convention to the exclusion -0f the 
representatives of the party in counties having Republican 
organizations and a respectable Republican vote. 

In this state of affairs delegates representing more than a 
majority of all the counties in which theTe were Re-publican 
organizations assembled in convention at Byers's Opera House 
in the city of Fort Worth. This convention transacted it~ 
business in detail and in an orderly manner in sessions lasting 
nearly all day, an.d elected delegates to the national convent10n 
pledged to Taft, which delegates were seated by a vote of 35 to 
18 by the national committee and by a majority of over two
thirds by the committee on credenti.als. If one had the time 
many well-authenticated instances could be recited in which :Mr. 
Lyon, who practically controlled the appointment of 2,800 Fed
eral officials, and those who worked with him deliberately con
spired with Democrat! to defeat Republican candidates. The 
sad state of the party in Texas and its dwindling vote is elo
qu-ent of the effect of his tactics. His effort to control the 
party in the State by proxies which represented nobody but 
possibly a single Federal offi.c.eholder is characteristic of the 
high-handed methods of piracy from which the party has been 
relieved by action of the nati-0nal convention. 

TEXAS DISTRICTS. 

The contests in the second, fourth, fifth, seventh, eighth, 
ninth, tenth, and fourteenth Texas districts were either decided 
unanimously by the national committee or by a viva voce vote, 
and they we-re abandoned before the committee on credentials. 

In the first district the Roosevelt delegates were elected by a 
bolting convention which did not represent a tenth of the votes, 
the bolters being all Federal officeholders. 

The Roosevelt delegates from the second congressional district 
were elected at a meeting of six men held behind locked doors 
in the mayor's office in the city of Nacogdoches, as stated by an 
affidavit furnished by the mayor. All of these men had par-

. ticipated in the regular convention which had previously elected 
the Taft delegates. · 

FOURTH TEXAS. 

In the fourth Texas district the small delegations from four 
of the five counties were contested. In this district. as in other 
parts of Texas,· the Lyon organization endeavored to prevent 
negroes from participating. The district convention which 
elected the Taft delegates constituted a clear majority of the 
regularly elected delegates. 
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_ FIFTH TEXAS. 

At the district convention in the fifth Texas district, the 
chairman, after having unsuccessfully attempted to deprive the 
counties of their just representation, left the hall. A new 
chairman was elected, committees were appointed and reported, 
and Taft delegates were elected to the national convention. 
Later the Roosevelt men held a meeting at which they elected 
delegates. 

SEVENTH TEXAS. 

When the district convention of the seventh Texas met in 
Galveston, certain persons claiming to be delegates from three 
unorganized counties insisted upon having their names placed 
on the temporary roll. As none of the counties had been legally 
organized, and the parties had no credentials, the committee 
making up the temporary roll declined to place them thereon, 
whereupon they organized a rump convention and elected Roose
\elt delegates to the national convention. 

EIGHTH TEXAS. 

In the eighth Texas the Roosevelt people controlled the execu
tive committee, but the Taft people controlled the convention, 
and adopted a minority report, whereupon the Roosevelt people 
bolted. 

NINTH TEXAS. 

In this district the district committee met at the call of a 
l\fr. Speaker, a member of the committee, the ch;:i.irman having 
refused to call the committee together to make arrangements 
fo1· the district convention. At the meeting a letter was read, 
which stated that the State chairman had concluded that dis
trict conventions were not necessary, that the dish·ict delegates 
might be elected at the State convention. The committee did 
not take this view, and a convention was called for l\Iay 15. 
After this call was issued, the chairman of the district com
mittee changed his mind, and, with a minority of the committee, 
called a convention on l\Iay 18. The convention first called 
was regularly held, with delegates from 12 of the 15 counties of 
the district, and elected delegates pledged to Taft. The latter 
convention was not called in time to give the notice required 
by law and was slimly attended: It elected Roosevelt delegates. 

In the fourteenth Texas district there was a dispute OT"er the 
control of the executive committee. Certain Federal officials 
claimed the right to act, which was denied, and the temporary 
roll of the convention was made up, and as thus made up the 
Taft men had a considerable majority. There was a contest 
over Bexar County, the largest county in the district, but it 
was clear that the Taft delegates were elected by a large ma
jority. The convention elected delegates instructed for Taft 
by a considerable majority. 

WASHINGTON. 

The "roll-purging" resolution included the eight delegates at 
large from the State of Washington and the six delegates from 
the first, second, and third districts. The contest over the dele
gates at large hinges primarily on the delegation from Kings 
County, which includes the city of Seattle. A variety of methods 
were employed for selecting delegates to the State convention. 
The first counfy to act was Ferry, and delegates favoring Roose
velt were selected by the county central committee, as had been 
the usual practice in the State. Later, in Stevens and Walla 
Walla Counties, Roosevelt delegates wer~ selected in the same 
way. From Franklin County a delegation was selected by the 
county committee instructed for La Follette. In Whatcom and 
Skaggit Counties Taft delegates were elected as the result of 
a primary agreed to by all parties. In some counties Taft dele
gates were selected by county committees. 

Mr. WARBURTON. I understood the gentleman to say that 
it was the usual custom for the county central committee to 
elect. 

Mr. MO:NDELL. I think that is true. 
Mr. WARBURTON. The gentleman is mistaken. 
l\lr. MONDELL. That was the testimony before our com

mittee. 
l\fr. WARBURTON. That never has been done except in one 

instance, and that was when we were nominating judges two 
years ago. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman from 
Wyoming ask my colleague from Washington [l\Ir. WARBURTON] 
if he is not mistaken when he says that has not been the custom 
with reference to selecting delegates to a national con-vention. 

Mr.c W AilBURTON. I am not mistaken on that. 
1\Ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. I think the gentleman is 

mistaken. 
Mr. WARBURTON. 'rhere was a primary law in force from 

1905 to 1909 which prohibited anything of -that kind. 
1\lr. MO:.NDELL. '.rhe gentleman from Washington [Mr. 

W ARBURTvN] says there is a State primary law which pro
hibits it. The people who were upholding his side of the case 

before the committee swore by the great horn spoon that there 
was no primary law under which they could elect these dele
gates, and that was their excuse for having a soap-box primary. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is h·ue, too. 
Mr. WARBURTON. The gentleman from Wyoming misun

derstood me. 
Mr. MO~T))ELL. That was their excuse. They said there 

was no such law. 
Mr. WARBURTON. I did not make any such statement. I 

say that ~rom 1905 to.1909 w~~ is known as the Hicks primary 
law was m force, which prohibited the election of deleuates in 
that manner, and in 1909 a primary law was passed which 
repealed--

Mr. NORRIS. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. MONDELL. From Franklin County, where the delega

tion was for LA FOLLETTE, the delegation was selected by the 
county committee for LA FOLLETTE. In Whitman and Ska<rit 
Counties Taft delegates were selected by a primary that eve;y
body agreed to. Being small counties, nobody objected to them 
and they were so elected. ' 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle~an yield? 
Mr. MO~T))ELL. Briefly. 
Mr. N0:1lRIS. That was in the same State where you objected 

to the pnmary on account of there being no law to control it? 
. Mr. l\I~~ELL. I am in favor of legal p'rimaries, and there 
is no obJection to an unofficial primary anywhere where every
body agrees to go into such a primary, but no one should be 
compelled to go into an unofficial primary. 

l\fr. NORRIS. Would there be any way to puni h a man 
who voted illegally in that primary? Does not every objection 
th~t the gentleman i:iade to Kings County, where there was no 
pr1mary, apply to this? 

!fr. MONDELL. Not at all. 
Mr. NORRIS. Why not apply the same rule? 
Mr. l\IONDELL. I do apply the same rule, but the gentle

man ~rom Nebraska does not. I belie"Ve in the rule of the people, 
and if all the people want an unofficial primary they have 
a right to haye it. The very fact that all agree to 'it evidences 
a state of affairs in which the vote will be honestly cast and 
counted, but no set .of thieves and gangsters have the right to 
ro? the peo~le of their franchise by insisting upon a soap-box 
primary ngamst the will of the majority. That is my opinion. 

l\lr. WARBURTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir .. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a 

quest10n? · 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman fro~ Wyomino- yield 

to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
0 

Mr. MONDELL. Briefly. 
~r. COO~ER. Did I understand the gentleman to complain 

a .little while ago about the epithets " thieves and robbers" 
bemg used by th~ Roose\elt people? Did not the gentleman just 
a ~-oment ago himself characterize the people of Washington as 
tl..ueves and scoundrels? 

Mr. l\IONDELL. I did not, as the gentleman well knows 
if he was listening, but I am very glad that the uentleman ha~ 
called my attention to my use of a word I did not intend to use 
even under just provocation. I apologize to him and to the 
House ~or using the word thieves, even in the most general way. 
I certamly do not want to put myself in the class of those who 
ha"Ve been using the?e epithets, and it was only because of my 
righteo9s indignation, as I thought of the outrages on the ballot 
that were proposed, that -the word was wrung from my lips. 

Mr. WAR BURTON. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield ? 
l\Ir. MONDELL. I shall be glad to. 
Mr. W AnBURTON. Does the gentleman agree to the fact 

that the county central committee of King County--
Mr. l\fOND:IDLL. Oh, I haT"e not reached that, Mr. Chairman, 

and the gentleman from Washington, I know, is well informed 
as to the facts, and if he will kindly allow me to make my 
statement I am sure he can make his in his own time. The 
gentleman from Washington and the gentleman from Nebraska 
have the advantage of other gentlemen, for they seem to have 
a copy of my printed manuscript, and therefore know ill ad
vance what I am going to say. 

Mr. WARBURTON. I understood the gentleman to say that 
he did not believe in soap-box primaries when ordered by the 
county central committee. 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not say anything of the kind. If the 
county central committee is · clearly authorized by the peopla 
composing the party to call a primary, and do so, they are within 
their rights. Minorities on county central committees may do 
very wicked things, and it was a minority of the legally elected 
committee in King County which cailed the primary. 

The policy of confusing the situation by contests, which was 
so characteristic of the Roosevelt people everywhere, was prac-
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ticed . extensively and apparently with premeditation in this 
State. A contest was started by the Roosevelt people in a ma
jority of the counties which were carried for Taft, and in this 
way a majority of the delegates to the convention was con
tested. 

There was the same practice, whether it was in Washington 
or Alabama or Georgia or Arkansas-muddy the waters, lay 
the foundations for bolts, mislead the people through "psycho
logical " contest"S-and if they did not win denounce in the most 
unbridled language the representatives of a great party, which, 
under the providence of God, has been one of .the immortal 
instruments in the establishment of liberty, the furtherance 
of justice, and in the uplift of humanity. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMA..~. The time of the gentleman from Wyo
ming has again expired. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman have time in which to conclude his remarks. 

The OIIAIR:MAN. Unanimous consent was given for one 
hour. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILSON], who 
has charge of the bill before the House, insisted that he should 
not take over that time. 

Mr. MO:i\TDELL. Then, l\fr. Chairman, I trust that the gen
tleman will allow me to conclude. It will not take over 30 
minutes, and I ask for that much time. 

The CHAIR~1AN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani
mous consent that he be permitted to continue for 30 minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MONDELL. In Washington the county committees are 

composed of precinct committeemen elected at primaries in Sep
tember of even-numbered years. A majority of the committee so 
elected in King County appointed a central committee with full 
power to act for the full committee, and this committee selected 
the delegates from King County to the State convention and the 
county committee approved this action. · It so happened that the 
municipal authorities of Seattle had redistricted the city afte1· 
the election of committeemen in September last and created 131 
new precincts. When in April, after the action I have abovE?" 
referred to, the county committee assembled they found present 
131 persons who claimed to be members from the new precincts 
by appointment from the county chairman. The same committee 
under the same chairman had in a similar case decided that the 
appointment of such additional members by the chairman was 
illegal, and it undoubtedly was. 

l\Ir. WARBURTON. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gen
.tleman? 

i\Ir. MONDELL. Briefly. 
l\Ir. WARBURTON. Is not that the custom and the practice 

of the State for the chairman of the county central committee, 
when a new precinct is divided or a vacancy occurs, to appoint 
the new committeeman? 

Mr. :.\IOl'\'DELL. Mr .. Chairman, if there is any State in the 
American Union that has any provision of law under which a 
man holding no official position at all can appoint 131 elective 
officers, that State needs to modify its statutes. Of course, ·there 
is no such power granted in any American Commonwealth. 
These were not vacancies; they were elective offices that had 

· never been filled because the time for filling them had not 
arriYed. 

Mr. WARBURTON. On the contrary, is it not the ordinary 
rule e·rnrywhere? 

Mr. MO:.NDELL. On the contrary, as I ha.ve stated, this 
-very committee, under this very same chairman in a former 
case when the same question had been raised, had held that the 
cJ:iairman had no authority to appoint, and he never questioned 
that judgment. There is no question about it. 

The chairman did attempt to appoint 131 elective officers. 
Certainly I do not have to argue with the House of Representa
tives of the American Congress as to whether that kind of 
thing is warranted by any law anywhere. 

It is claimed that the county committee, increased by the 
presence of these new appointees, ordered a primary for the 
election of delegates to the State convention, bt1t a majority of 
the legally elected members of the comm!ittee made affidavit to 
the effect that they did not authorize the primary. No attempt 
was made to hold this primary in accordance with law or with 
legal safeguards. It was purely a soap-box affair. It was held 
in conjunction with the Democrats favorable to Wilson and at 
the same time and places. 

The officers-if such they could be called-who were present 
~t the primaries were appointed by the Roosevelt managers in 
the county and were responsible to no one. No outrage that 
could have been committed on the ballot would have been pun
ishable. Repeating or stuffing the ballot boxes would not have 
been even a misdemeanor. Those in charge of the ballot boxes 

were at liberty to make up such returns as they saw fit. In 
view of these facts the Taft Republicans were exhorted not to 
attend the primaries or participate in them in any way, and 
they· did not do so to any extent. There are between seventy 
and seventy-five thousand Republican voters in King County. 
At the close of the primaries the local papers announced that 
about 3,000 votes had been cast. The tally lists and ballots 
were not filed with any public official, and the Taft people never 
had an opportunity to see the alleged returns until they were 
filed with the national committee, when it was claimed that 
6,900 votes had been cast for Roosevelt and 500 for Taft. In 
30 precincts no votes whatever were cast. 

Mr. WARBURTON. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I dacline to yield. 
Mr. WARBURTON. You do not dare to, beca use here is the 

morning paper reporting it by precincts. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the papers may or may not 

have been accurate. 
Mr. WARBURTON. This is by a Taft paper. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Wash

ington insists on interrupting me, I am perfectly willing to call 
his witness in this case and will accept the witness if he will. 
I said a moment ago that at the close of the primaries the 
local papers announced that about ~000 votes had been cast, 
but the tally lists ood ballots were never filed with any public 
official, and the Taft people never saw the alleged returns until 
they were filed in the contest with the national committee, at 
which time it was claimed that about 7,400 votes in all had been 
cast-6,900 for Roosevelt and 500 for Taft. Now, the gentle
man from Washington insists on my accepting the statement of 
a morning paper published the morning after the primaries, 
which he says reports the election by precincts. 

I happen to be informed with regard to the article which, I 
understand, the gentleman refers to. It was printed in a 
pamphlet of the records of proceedings of the Washington State 
convention filed with the national committee. The paper is the 
Seattle Post-Intelligencer, and Herman W. Ross, the reporter 
who furnished the copy, furnished an affidavit to the effect that 
he received these returns of the gentlemen who were managing 
the primaries on behalf of Roosevelt, who gave them to him as 
being correct. The article is quite long and purports to give the 
votes for Roosevelt and LA FoLLETrE by precincts, but does not 
give a single vote for Taft in the precinct tabulation. I will 
accept the gentleman's witness if he insists upon it. The open
ing statements of this article are as follows: 

FACTION PRIMARY I~ KING BRL'<GS OUT SMALL VOTE. 
No judges in many precincts and no polling lists to check voters

Some boxes are empty-In the entire county there are cast only 
2,810 for Roosevelt and 1,530 for LA FOLLETTE-Wilson Democrats 
poll 649 ; CLARK gets 226. 
The factional primary held yesterday by the Roosevelt and La Fol

lette Republicans and the Wilson Democrats was notable for the lack 
of interest displayed by the voters. Every effort had been made to 
attempt to poll a large vote so as to indicate the popularity of the 
three presidential candidates in King County. 

Complete returns received last night ftom 214 out of 281 city 
precincts and 9 of the country precincts showed that from a total 
of 100,000 voters of King County 2 810 went to the polls to express .... 
a choice for Theodore Roosevelt, 1,530 voted for LA FOLLETTE, 649 Dem
ocrats voted for Woodrow Wilson; and 226 for CHAMP CLARK. 

Although the supporters of William Howard Taft refused to reco.,.
nize these primaries arranged under the sole supervision of Rooseveit 
and La Follette leaders as lawful and legal, and in spite of the 
fa&t that the King County Taft Club and the King County executive 
committee had' sent out thousands of letters urging Republicans not 
to participate in these primaries, Mr. Taft received a total vote of ' 
more than 400. 

It Will be noted that the total vote for Roosevelt and LA 
FOLLETTE, as stated by this article, is 4,300, which is over 
3,000 less than the number of votes which it was claimed had 
been cast when the Roosevelt contestants filed their contest in 
Chicago. 

Mr. WARBURTON. l\Iay I interrupt the gentleman? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 

to the gentleman from Washington? 
Mr. WARBURTON. The gentleman said a moment ago that 

there were 75,000 Republican votes. I want to call his atten
tion to the fact that at the last election with the full vote-
Democrats, Socialists, and everyone in the city of Seattle--
there were not 55,000 votes cast. · 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know anything about that, but 
I remember very distinctly seeing a registration list by precincts 
of Seattle alone, made in 1912, totaling more than 74,000 
names. 

The :filing of numerous contests by the Roosevelt people cre
ated a condition hitherto unknown in the State of Washington, 
and to meet it the State committee met in ad>ance of the con
vention for the purpose of hearing contests and making up n 
temporary roll. There was a determined effort to intimidate 
the committee, but it was not successful. The contests, includ-
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ing the one from King County, were all heard, and the tem
porary roll made up by a vote of about three to one. 

After the temporary roll had been made up there were 
rumors that the Roosevelt people proposed to storm the con
vention hall with their numerous contesting delegations. Fail
ing in that it is clear they intended to hold a rump convention, 
for they had hired a µall and gathered their forces there. In 
order to preyent the storming and packing of the convention 
tickets "ere issued to delegates and visitors. As soon as the 
Roosevelt followers found they .could not pack the convention 
they retired to the hall they had prenously hired and held a 
i::eparate com·ention, at which the contesting Roosevelt delegates 
were elected. 

'.fhe regular conventiQn transacted its business with a ma
jority of the- duly elected delegates in attendance. The contest 
from King County was not presented to the committee on 
credentials. The committee adopted the temporary roll except 
as to the delegates from two counties, and as thus amended it 
became the roll of the State convention which elected eight Taft 
delegates. 

The State convention recessed for the purpose of allowing the 
three district conventions to be held, and Taft delegates were 
elected from each of the three districts. · 

As I haT"e stated, the Democrats favorable to Wilson held a 
soap-box primary in King County in conjunction with the Roose
velt Republicans and at the same time and place. Tl!e Demo
cmtic State corn11iittee ref1.1,sed to seat the delegates thus named 
and seated, as the Rep1.1,blicans did, a delegation appointed by 
tlze co'lmty committee. The Democratic convention at BalUmore 
tool.;, the same action,. The action taken by both parties ·was the 
same. 

VIRGINIA. 

The motion to unseat 92 Taft and seat 92 Roosevelt delegates 
included all of the delegates from Virginia. As I have stated, 
all these contests were so utterly frivolous that they were en
tirely abandoned. The alleged convention at which the contest· 
ing delegates were said to have been named were in every case 
held more than two months· after the regular convention. These 
mushroom conventions sprung from the fertilizing activities 
of a Roosevelt agent from the North, heretofore referred to. 
There was only one vote in the national committee in favor of 
seating these delegates. None of the cases were appealed to 
the credentials committee. A colored Republican from the fifth 
district asked for a hearing, but the statements he made re
lated to happenings four years ago. It should be remembered 
that these wickedly fr·ivolous contests represented one-fifth of 
the alleged "stolen" delegations, and it is on such infinitely 
and maliciously frivolous contests as these that the most as
tounding charges of fraud and corruption have been hurled at 
the convention of a great political party. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Possibly some of those present may have some knowledge of 
the manner of the election of delegates to the national con
vention from · the District of Columbia. A primary election, 
agreed to by all parties and participated in freely by Repub
licans of all factions and surrounded by all possible safeguards, 
was held. The reh1rns were made to an election board named 
by the national committee and showed that the Taft delegates 
received 2,96G and 2,964 votes respectively, as against 1,846 
and 1,148 for the Roosevelt delegates. A lot of general charge5 
were filed, none of which were substantiated, while the reg
ularity of the election of the Taft delegates was abundantly 

.proven. The contest was a mere bl1cff. The national committee 
se..'lted the Taft delegates by a viva voce vote. The case was 
never carried to the credentials committee, though the contest
in'"' Roosevelt delegates were in Chicago at the time. This is a 
fair sample of the alleged " theft," which some men are rnalcing 
the basis of an excuse to desert the candidates of their party. 

CO!\BII'l'TEE ACTION. 

The majority of the committee on credentials made written 
reports to the national convention on every contest submitted to 
them, giving in detail their reasons for the action taken in every 
case. Beyond a formal protest, filed with every case, against 
certain gentlemen, who were members of the national committee 
or from States in which contests had been brought, serving on 
the committee, no detailed reports or statements were made by 
the minority except in the following cases: Ninth Alabama, 
four line protest in fourth California, fourth North Carolina, 
Texas, and Washington. In the last two cases the minority 
di<l not agree as to facts and signed two reports. It was claimed 
as an excuse for this failure to state reasons why the Roosevelt 
delegates ·should be seated that the minority .did not have time 
to prepare reports. They certainly had as much time as the 
majority. What they lacked was not time but facts to support 
their contention. It is easy to make unwarranted assertions 

and to hurl offensive epithets, and these, and not facts have 
been relied upon to support these flimsy contests. 

It will no doubt be urged that the fact that members of the 
national committee favoring Col. Roosevelt in a large number of 
cases voted against the seating of the Roosevelt contestants is 
evidence of the fact that Uley were entirely fair-minded and 
should be an argument in favor of their judgment in those 
cases in which they did vote to seat the Roosevelt delegates. I 
have no disposition to detract from any credit that may be due 
these gentlemen, bnt these hearings were public; all the world 
had access to the facts. The cases in which they voted to seat 
the Taft delegates were so clear and the contest of the Roose
velt delegates so flimsy that no man hnving tbe least regard for 
public opinion could have voted . otherwise. In those cases 
where there was the slightest excuse for a difference of opinion 
they voted for the Roosevelt delegat~ invariably. In the cases 
before the credentials committee practically every a vowed 
Roosevelt adherent voted in e-rnry case for the Roosevelt dele
gates, even in cases like the Indiana delegates at large, where 
the vote of the national committee had been unanimous. 

OTHER CASES. 

This I believe concludes the list of " fainted " seats. There are 
a number of other contests I should like to refer to if I had the 
time, particularly the case of the Indiana delegates at large. 

Although the national committee had decided this case 
unanimously in favor of the Taft delegates, the committee on 
credentials was asked to take it up, and for more than three 
hours in the middle of the night we listened to declamations 

-in regard to it. 
I um now prepared to say I do not think there are many 

people who possess the nerve to argue a contest like this in the 
first instance. I know of but one man who would repeat the 
infliction. 

INDIANA. 

The contest in Indiana: was based on alleged fraudulent voting 
in a lawful and properly safeguarded primary in the city of 
Indianapolis, and though general and sweeping claims of fraud 
were made in the manner truly characteristic of the Roosevelt 
contestants in all the cases, only three specific acts of illegal 
voting were charged out of 7,643 votes, of which Taft received 
a majority of 4,683. 

The bringing of such a contest ought to subject those who 
bring it to the scorn of all right-thinking men, and yet Col. 
Roosevelt, if I recollect rightly, thundered right vigorously 
about the outrage committed by the Taft people in this ca e. 
No doubt he was imposed upon in this and other cases by those 
who claimed to know, in which event should we not have heard 
a retraction when he discovered the true situation? 

RUl\fPS AND RIOTS. 

One who has looked into the history of the contests before the 
Republican national convention can not help being impres ed 
with the striking similarity of the methods employed in widely 
separated localities. Given a certain state of facts-for in
stance, a clear minority in a county, a district, or State con
vention-and the ·same procedure followed, whether it was in 
Washington, Michigan, or Alabama. 

The stage was set in advance for a bolt or a riot, or both, l>y 
a plentiful supply of contests, and where the affair was in 
cool and practiced hands the entire procedure, including reports 
of committees that were never appointed, were made up l>e
forehand . . The procedure was so uniform everywhere that one 
is forced to the conclusion that it was all part of a deliberately 
planned and carefully executed scheme of campaigning. 

REAL PRI.MAIUES A.ND SOAP-BOX PRIMARIES. 

I ci:tn not close this statement without a word about primaries. 
It is superfluous to say that the ideal condition under a -free 
goT"ernment is one under which the people can express their 
will as directly as possible in the selection of those who are to 
sene them in official capacity. To accomplish this laudable 
purpose the direct primary has been quite generally adopted. 
The success of the direct prinia.ry depends entirely on uhether 
it is vroperly safeguarded. If it be of such a character that 
the voters of one party can, through it, nominate the candidates 
of another it becomes a diabolical instrument for defeating th1-J 
will of a majority of the people. 

If, on the other hand, a procedure is had in the name of a 
primary around which no adequate safeguards are placed, at 
which repeating, ballot-box stuffing, the making of false returns, 
can be carried on with impunity, with scant chances of detec
tion und no means of punishment if detected, the whole system 
of primaries will be brought into disrepute. We all know that 
in tlle case of a serious contest the ballot box must be ·guarded 
with the utmost care to prevent it being used to thwart rather 
than reflect the will of the people. Such soap-box primaries 
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as were attempted in Maricopa County, Ariz., and King.County, 
Wash., would, if allowed to become general, seriously menace 

. and finally destroy the primary system. 
The attempt has been made, and no doubt will be made fur

ther, to mislead people into believing that the general atti· 
tude of the majority of the national and credentials committees 
was hostile to legal primaries. Nothing is further from the 
fact. In the fourth California case the contest was between 
_delegates claiming to be elected at the same primaries. In no 
other case was the right of delegates elected as the result of a 
legal primary contested by the Taft people. On the contrary, 
the Roosevelt people challenged the overwhelming verdict of a 
legal primary in the case of the Indiana delegates at large. 
Not a single delegate elected to the national convention as the 
result of a legal primary lost his seat on the contest of a dele
gate otherwise elected. The 1·esult of legal primaries-:-that is, 
vriniaries held under sanction of law-was invariably t·espected. 

CONCLUSION. · 

As admitted by the Roosevelt managers themselves, they 
started out deliberately at the beginning of the preconvention 
campaign to create contests. A large number of these contests 
were pure fiction, the contesting delegates claiming to be 
elected at conventions which, if held at all, were held a month 
or two after the regular conventions. Many of the contests 
which arose at the time conventions were held were the result 
of prearranged bolts based on the flimsiest pretexts. The great 
number of cases of conventions in which a disturbance was 
created, and the uniformly violent character of the same gives 
ample ground for the belief that it was part of the general plan 
of the Roosevelt managers. 

Leaving out of consideration the contests admitted to be :ficti
tious and "psycological," and coming down to the cases which 
were finally relied upon to support the claim of fraud, the facts 
in regard to LJJ.em are as follows: 

The Taft delegates from· the ninth Alabama were entitled 
to their seats if the truth of every contention of the Roosevelt 
men were admitted. 
_ The six Taft .delegates at large from Arizona would have been 
elected just the same if the Roosevelt men had presented their 
contentions to the uncontested delegates to the State convention. 

The Taft delegates from the fifth Arkansas were elected at 
the duly called convention held in the district; the other con
vention was a joke. 

The Taft delegates from the fourth district of California had 
to be recognized or else deny the people of a district the right 
to elect their own delegates. 

The Taft delegates .from the thirteenth Indiana were elected 
at the only convention held in the district; the contestants were 
the product of a riot. 

In the seventh and eighth Kentucky districts the Roosevelt 
delegates were the product of rump conventions, held because 
the Taft men had clear majorities in the regular conventions. 

In the eleventh Kentucky district both sides sinned and each 
side was given one delegate. 

The Michigan contest could only have been brought by men 
unable to realize the burlesque character of a procedure in 
which one-tenth of a convention attempted to control its delib
erations. The bolters are now painful1y divided between Wilson 
and Roosevelt. 

The Taft delegates from the third Oklahoma were regularly 
elected at the district convention. The Roosevelt delegates were 
named at. a small, select, unofficial gathering called as an after
thought. 

The Taft delegates were elected at the regular conventions in 
the second and ninth 'l'ennessee districts ; the Roosevelt dele
gates were products of outfits wh1ch have been engaged for 
years in harassing Republican candidates. 

The T.aft delegates from Texas re.presented the large majority 
of the Republicans of the Lone Star State; the Roosevfllt dele
gates represented the paper proxies from the prairie-dog coun
ties held by Federal officials and patronage bosses. 

A soap-box primary in Kings County, Wash., was made the ex
cuse for a rump State convention by the Roosevelt people; th~ 
Taft delegates were elected at the regular convention. The 
soap-box primary was disposed of in the same way by both the 
Republican and Democratic conventions. 

The action of the Republican national convention in the seat
ing of delegates was correct, just, and equitable. · Any honest 
jury having the facts before them would have decided the con
tests in the same way. 

The proposition that electors on the Ileoublican ticket in 
States which expressed a preferP-n~e for Mr. Roosevelt sha11, 
after having received the supnort which their position on the 
Republican ticket assures_, cast their vote for the candidate of ~ 
third party has its alleged excuse in downright and persistent 
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preva~ication, on which rotten foundation it lays its proposal o! 
treasonable larceny. 

No one is justified in condemning the action of the Republican 
~onvention on mere hearsay, as has been largely done, and to be 
mfor~d is to be convinced there is no ground for criticism. 
The convention acted honestly and in a ·spirit of fairness in 
harmony with party history and for the best interests of 'the 
party and the American people. The . violence of the attack on 
the party integrity has temporarily misled many good and well
meaning people, but the truth will triumph, the party be vindi
cated in its action, and its candidates elected. [Applause.] 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, to begin with, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent to print as a part of my remarks some 
statements to which I shall allude during the course of my-~ 
remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
NORRIS] asks unanimous consent to print certain statements as 
a part of his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, one of these statements that 

I shall print in the RECORD was prepared by Mr. Sackett, a 
delegate from the State of Nebraska to the Chicago convention, 
and a member of the committee on credentials in that body. 

I have submitted the statements that he has prepared to a 
member of the national committee who heard all the contests 
and all the controversies that were brought before that com
mittee, and I have been assured by that man, a man whose 
name would be recognized by every man in this House, that 
the statement of Mr. Sackett is absolutely justified in every 
particular, and that he might even have gone further. 

This statement, so far as it pertains to the State of Wash
ington, was submitted to Jqdge Epperson, of Nebraska, a gen
tleman whom I have known for years, who heard the contests 
as to Washington and has examined all the evidence, and it has 
bis approval. 

I submitted, in substance, the statement of Mr. Sackett per
taining to a part of the contests from Washington. Texas, and 
Arizona to a man whose name, like that of the other gentleman, 
would be recognized not only here but all over the country, and 
who examined all the evidence and reported to me that the 
statement was practically correct, and that in his judgment 
there were nearly 50-I think he put it at that figure-or 48 
delegates in the Republican convention that were taken away 
from Roosevelt and given to 'raft-legally elected delegates un
seated and illegal ones put in their places, without. any excuse, 
without any reason-and that no man could reasonably reach 
any other conclusion from an examination of the evidence; and 
that he thought that 25 or 30 more were cases where honest 
men, reasonable men, examining the evidence, could honestly 
come to different conclusions as to the results. 

I have examined everything pertaining to these contests that 
I have been able to get hold of, and have read everything that 
has been printed by those who have examined them-everything 
that I haYe been able to get-and I unhesitatingly say that I 
do not see how any reasonable man can examine the contests in 
Washington, California, Arizona, Texas, and some other States 
without coming to the conclusion that they were absolutely 
stolen in that convention. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to admit, to begin with, that 
honest men--

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. In a moment. That honest men may listen 
to the fame evidence and come to diameh'ically opposite cc.n
clusions, so that I am not going to charge any man with dis
honesty because he does not agree with me in the conclusions 
that I have reached. I am responsible to my own conscience 
in my investigations, and I concede to every other mau the 
same right. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Washington. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not pretend to know 

anything about the facts, but I want to ask the gentleman tilis 
question. The gentleman spoke of some gentleman of very high 
standing who had passed upon the cases, as I understand, in 
the State of Washington. Is the gentleman going to giYe tbe 
name of that authority? 

Mr. NORRIS. The authority I have mentioned I can not 
give. I can not give his name. I have mentioned two men 
whose judgment has been giyen to me whose names I can 
not use. 

Mr. ·HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to ask the genUe
man this question--

Mr. NORRIS. I will anticipate the gentleman's question. I 
admit that that detracts from the force of the argument, but 
it does not detract from the effect it has on me, because I know 



9576· CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JULY 24, 

the men. One of these men whom r have mentioned, whose and he saM, "Taft got a great big majority in Indianapolis 
riame is familiar ·to every Republican in the United States, is and I am sorry that the Republicans thought it was necessary 
.Supporting Taft to-day. He explained-no, I will not say he to stuff the ballot box.es down there, because they did not need · 
explained, but I gathered it from his conversation-that .he had to. We could have beaten the Roosevelt fellows without it." 
politieal aspirations of bis own, and that while he thought it The Indianapolis papers announced that there was fraud 
was downright stealing; yet he believed that the best thing for · there. I am not claiming anything for Indianapolis. I am not 
him to do under all the circumstances was to go on and recog- going to try to take it away from Taft, because I do not know 
nize Taft as the party leader. how much fraud there was there. The vote was given to him 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to ask the gen.tie- and I have no knowledge to claim to the conn·ary, and hence 
man whether he thinks it fair, in view of the fact that he has I am not finding fault with it. I refer to it only to show how 
said that the gentlemen, known throughout the country, have the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] loves a primary 
assured him to the effect that the delegation from the State of when it goes for Taft and how be hates it and despises it 
1Washing-0n was .stolen, that he should not give his authority? when it goes against him. 

·• 1\fr. NORRIS. I think it is fair. I have told the facts. I In the State of Washington there were primaries that went 
admit that it would not have as much weight with me a.s thougb for Taft. The gentleman from Wyoming takes the pains to 
the authority were given, and I assure the gentleman that I mention that here. There was no contest over them. No
wou1d be glad if I could give the name, but there are men all body is claiming that they ought to be taken away from Taft. 
over the United States who feel the same way. [Applause.] Everybody has conceded that those counties ought to be given 
These men are not coming out in public and telling their opin- to him; but he repeated it oyer .and over, "Oh, here was a 

· ions, because they a.re afraid of the persecutions that would primary away up there in the country that went for Taft." 
l'.;!ome to them, occupying certain positions as they do, on account But down in Ki.Ilg Oounty, in the same State-and I suppose 
of the political machine and the political faction that is now in they did not have a different law in one part of Washington 
power. from what they had in another-there was a primary that 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman yield . Roosevelt carried. · I wanted to ask the gentleman, but he 
for another question"? would not pe.rmit an interruption, whether anybody has ever 

l\Ir. NORRIS. Yes. made any charge before his -committee or elsewhere that there 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to ask the :gentle- was one single fraud committed in that primary? The news

man whether he thinks it is fair to come in and quote authority , -papers r0f Washington had no record of it afterwards. 
of that kind when he lmows in advance that he will not be per- The gentleman says that .anybody might have gone in there 
mitted to ·give the name! Why does not the gentleman give the and voted at that primary, that any<body could have voted and 
facts without quoting some one whom he will not name'l there would have been no law to punish him. The !!fillle thing 

Mr. NORRIS. I am going to give the facts before I get is true in all of the other :primaries that went for Taft, but 
through. I am talking about these statements that I intend to they were virtuous. On the other hand, nobody has ever 
print, stating what the fact.s are. I have been trying to investi- claimed that any illegal vote was cast there, and the gentle· 
gate to find out what was the actual fact in every case in -order man from Wyoming {Mr. MONDELL] did not even cla'im it. It 
to satisfy my own mind. · is -conceded by both sides that if King County, in Washington, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman ought to were given to the Roosevelt delegates, then they ·had a large 
state it, and not call upon an authority that he can not quote. majority in the State convention. But I am going to demon-

1\!r. NORRI'S. I am going to state it, if the gentleman will ' strate to you that even if you give King County to the Taft 
hold himself in peace and give me time, and I will not take delegates, there a.re three <>ther counties that are just as meri
two hours and a half to do it, either. torious, if not more so, than the King County proposition, and 

l\Ir. Chairman, as a Republican I submit to Republicans and every one of them had to be given to Taft to save Roosevelt 
to citizens of the country that if I come to the conclusion that from having control of that convention. 
a nominee in my party has been given the nomination by fraud- · 
ulent, dishonorable means, it is not only my duty as a -citizen, W.A.SHINGTON. 

but as a member -of the Republican Party, to denoun<:e it and In the Washington State convention there were 668 delegates. 
to denounce it openly. [Applause.] Half of that number would be 334. and . a majority would be 

TAFT'S MAJORITY ONLY 1.9. 335. There were iin the State convention of Washington, and it 
l\Ir. Taft's alleged nomination was obtained in Chicago by a is uncontroverted by the Taft people, 263 uncontested delegates 

majority of 21.. Bear that in mind. Two of th-0se came from for Roosevelt and 97 uneontested ones for Taft. There were 
Massachusetts, and it is admitted that if there had been a roll two counties--Pieree and Clallam-in which contests were de
eall in whleh the Roosevelt men we-re voting those two men cided by the Taft State committee in favor of the Roosevelt 
would have \°Oted and their alternates would not have been delegates. These two counties ·had 69 delegates. These 69 
allowed to vote. So, regardless of what we may think about delegates added to Roosevelt's 263 uncontested delegates gave 
the ruling of Chairman RooT, those votes ought not to be him 332 delegates, just 3 delegates short of a majority. I am 
counted, because if there had been a real contest, it is admitted now going to consider the contested cases from four eounties: 
even by the Taft fellows that Ta.ft would not have rec..-eived .Asotin County with 6 delegates, Chelan County with 10 dele
those two votes. So Mr. Taft's majority was 19. If, therefore, gates, Mason County with 8 delegates, and King County with 
i9 delegates were placed on the roll of that eonvention by 121 delegates. It will be observed that if Roosevelt was en· 
fra.udulent, dishonorable, or illegal means, then Mr. Taft's nomi- tilled to any one of these delegations, he would have had con
nation is tained with fraud. It is null, it is void, and is entitled trol of the Washington State convention, even though all the 
to no consideration from anybody. Fraud ha$ ·vitiated con- other.a had been given to Taft~ I shall show, and I think eon
tracts from the beginning of civilization, and fraud ought, and elusively, that the Roosevelt delegates in every one of these 
at least in a moral sense does, vitiate a n<>mination, even counties were honestly, lawfully, and fairly elected and entitled 
though there is no law that can control national conventi<>ns. to seats in the convention. The State committee, however, un-

P.JUMnnEs. seated all of the Roosevelt delegates from these counties, and 
The gentleman from Wyoming [:Mr. MONDELL] has had con- without any reason, and .absolutely contrary to the evidence, 

siderable to say about soap-box primaries. I wanted to ask him seated the Taft delegates. 
a question, but he would not yield so that I could. The ques- The call for the State convention permitted the county com· 
tion would develop this fact, that wherever the gentleman from mittees to select delegates themselves if they wanted to, and it 
,Wyoming [Mr. l\I-ONDELL] in his two and one-half hours of labor- permitted them to call a convention to select delegates, -0r to 
ing could find a place where some Taft delegates were elected at call a primary for the ·selection of delegates. Any one of those 
fi. primary, he told us about it. I was going to ask the gentle- methods was allowable and legal, and all were pursued in differ
µian the questi-0n, and I think the record will .show that in no ent parts of the State. Some of the delegates were selected 
'instance where there was a primary did they refuse to give the by a committee, in some instances for Taft, . and in some in
Waft delegates the vote of that primary a.nd give .Mr._Taft . the stances for Roosevelt. Some were selected at conventions and 
benefit Qf whatever advantage that might be. And I think some at primaries. Both sides agree that any one of these 
the reverse is true, that in every ease where there was a primary three methods, if agreed upon by the county committee, would 
which elected Roosevelt delegates that primary was called a . be lawful under the call and under the laws of the State of 
soap-box primary, it was called fraudulen.t, and it was said that Washington. 
there was nq law controlling it, and that they had no way to tell ASOTIN COUNTY. 
what the honest vote was. They · talk about the prima1:y in In Asotin County, pursuant to a call, a county convention 
fpdianapolis being an honest primary because Taft won out wa.s held and 6 Roosevelt delegates elected. The county com
there. O~ that was a virtuous affair. .I remembei.· meeting mittee consisted of 11-1 from each precinct. Three members a .Member of this House the day after they held that primary, of tb.is committee, without any call or notice, together with 2 
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other persons not pretending to be members and not even pre
tending to hold proxies, appointed the 6 Taft delegates that were 
illegally given seats in the State convention. 

CIIELAN COUNTY. 

Iu Chelan County, where they had 10 delegates, a conven
tion was called in the regular way, and nobody disputed it. 
They met in convention and elected a temporary chairman. 
'l'here were 55 delegates iu the convention. There were three 
contests from three precinct s. The temporary organization was 
formed and a committee on credentials was appointed. This 
meeting was in the forenoon, and it was participated in by 
Roose-velt men and Taft men. They adjourned until 1 o'clock to 
let the credentials committee report on those contests. After 
they had adjourned, and during this recess, a minority of the 
convention met secretly in a room and selected delegates to the 
State convention and instructed them for Taft. .At 1 o'clock, the 
hour of reconvening, the con-rnntion . again assembled. The 
report of the committee on credentials was heard. It was acted 
on in the convention. They elected delegates to the State con
Yention and instructed them for Roosevelt. The Taft State 
committee seated the Taft delegation. They had to, because if 
they had not it would haYe given a majority in the State cou
Yention, ·according to their own figures, to the Roosevelt dele
gates. 

l\IASO~ COUN'l'Y. 

In 1\Iason CoQnty there are 21 precincts. No county con
vention was held, but there were two delegations, one for Taft 
and one for Roosevelt. The county committee consisted of 21 
members, 1 trom each precinct. At a meeting of this c6m
mitteo, at which 11 members were present, a delegation to the 
State convention was elected and instructed for Roosevelt. 
The Taft contesting delegation was selected by two members 
of the county committee without any call or notice of meeting. 
The State committee seated the Taft delegation, because it 
was absolutely necessary to do so in order to control the con
vention for Taft: 

Any one of those counties, if decided properly, would have 
changed the result in the Washington convention, according 
to the figures of the Taft people themselves. 

KING COUNTY. 

Now we come to King County. That is the county where 
Seattle is located. The gentleman from Wyoming had u great 
dE'J).l to say about the soap-box: primaries there, and one ot the 
arguments he uses is that in the same primary there were 
Democrats selected. That is, the Democrats held a primary at 
the same time ~nd elected their delegates, and they were con
tested, and the Democratic convention threw them out. That 
only illustrates what I have so often contended here and else
where, namely, that the Democratic machine and the Republi
can machine are one and the same. They are oiled from the 
same oil can; they drink out of the same canteen. But if it is 
a good thing to follow Democratic precedents, then why does 
not the gentleman from Wyoming follow it in California? A 
Republican committee threw out California, but the Democratic 
committee did not. The gentleman from Wyoming has much 
to say in fa-vor of Democracy. · In fact, the action of those 
committees in Chicago was all in favor of Democratic success. 
They haye done more to bring about the possibility of Demo
cratic victory than the Democratic Party ever did or ever was 
competent to do. The gentleman from Wyoming compares the 
Republicans of Pennsylvania with the :pemocrats of Missouri, 
and he shows in the comparison how much better the Demo
crats of Missouri are than the Republicans of Pennsylvania. 
There was unanimity between the Taft Republican'S and the 
Democrats that has been noticeable. ·In this House, when the 
Hepublican con-vention was· on in Chicago, and the committees 
were stealing a whole lot of votes, no one on earth felt better 
about it than did the Democrats in this body. 

In the confidence of the cloakroom they would speak out their 
feelings, and it was always one way. There is a unison between 
the Taft Republicans and the Democrats. I think it is con
ceded, confidentially at least by all Republicans, that Taft can 
not possibly be elected and that his running on a trumped-up 
nomination can only result in Democratic votes for the Demo
cratic candidate. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And I 
congratulate those Republicans who have so often condemned 
me and others because I have associated with Democrats that 
at last they are and ha-ve been doing from the very beginning 
just exactly what the Democrats want them to do. The Taft 
Republicans and the machine Democrats are together. They 
are "two souls with but .a single thought; two hearts that beat 
as one." They are all working for Democratic success. But, 
Mr. Chairman, to return to King County. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman permit an interruptio:Q.? 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. HARDY. Would it not be more plausible instead ot 
believing Taft Republicans and Democrats were working to
gether that the Democrats should believe in the old maxim that 
when thieves fall out and fight honest men will get their dues? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Ur. NORRIS. Well, the Democrats who confidentially told 
. what they thought in the cloakrooms of this House did not state 
that. They were shivering in their boots for fear Taft would 
not be nominated and they were trembling in their shoes for fear 
Roosevelt would. The facts are, when the Democratic con
vention met at Baltimore the man you selected as temporary 
chairman and who was supposed to make the keynote speech 
devoted all of his time to nn attack on. Roosevelt and paid no 
attention to Taft. [Applause on the Republican side.] There 
is another evidence of this fus~on and unison. Everybody 
knows the fight is between Roosevelt and Wilson. Let us now 
return to King County. Now, King County was entitled to 121 
votes-121 delegates. The city of Seattle, on account of a Iurge 
increase in population and according to the law of that State, 
had to be redistricted, and in the redistricting there were 131 
voting precincts added. 

There were in round numbers something like 250 memben.; 
of th~t county committee at the time; and the chairman, 
according to the custom, that has had no exception as far as I 
know, filled these vacancies by appointment. The committee 
met under the call of the State convention. I have ne-ver heard 
and the gentleman trom Wyoming did not seriously contend: 
that the chairman did not have the right to fill those vacancies. 
So the committee met and determined to have a primary, and 
they called it. No one denies but what under the call of the 
State C?mmittee they had the right to call the primary; and in 
that pn.mary 6,900 Republican votes were· cast. Taft got about 
500 and Roosevelt got most of the balance-practically all the 
balance. Now, they state this is an illegal primary. Let us 
see what the contrary is. The majority of this committee 
authorized a call of the primary. They had authority to 
dry it under the call from the State committee. How did 
the Taft delegates get a showing? Let me tell you. In the 
campaign preceding-the year before-there was an executive 
committee having charge · of the campaign. At this meeting 
of the central committee, where this primary was called a 
resolution was passed doing away with that executive cbm
mittee. Its functions were performed; it had no further au
thority. anyway, even if they had not passed that resolution· but 
they passed the resolution discharging the committee. °{vhat . 
happened? When they called this primary 14 men out <?f these 
22 members ot that old committee got together without any 
notice, without any publicity, and without any authority, and 
selected 121 men to go to the Republican State convention nnd 
that is the authority of the so-called Taft delegation which 'went 
from King County. Now, let us see. Suppose you say that the 
primary ~as illegal. There is no legality µi 14 men selecting 
a delegation. They ha.d no more authority to select thoEe dele
gates than I had. It. was absolutely a nullity. I do not think 
and I do not believe any reasonable man can reach the con
clusion that the so-called Roosevelt delegates selected at the 
pr~ary were illegal; but e\en if you believe that, you must 
admit that the Taft delegates were illegal. 

Which one then in justice should be recognized, one select~d 
at a primary open and above board against which no man has 
said there was anything illegal or wrong or dishonorable, where 
the Republicans could come out and vote, and about 8,000 of 
them did come out and vote, or to recognize a dele~ation of 121 
men, selected by 14 men, who simply took it upon themselves to 
do it, and who had no authority whatever. 

Mr. HU:l\IPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In regard to King County 

and Whatcom County--
Mr. 'NORRIS. I simply yielded for the gentleman to ask a 

question. · 
l\fr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It will be but a question. 
Mr. NORRIS. I do not want to take up two and a half hours · 

but I am perfectly willing to yield for a question. ' 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will make it a question 

a.nd I will make it short. King and Whatcom Counties are tw~ 
of the largest counties in my district. You contend that the 
primary should ha-ve been held in King County; why was it con
tested in Whatcom County.? 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not contest it--
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Roosevelt men did. 
Mr. NORRIS. I can not help that. I am not here defendin"' 

anything that is wrong because it was done by Roosevelt me~ 
any quicker than I will fight it when it is done by Taft men. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In Whatcom County they· 
held the primary by agreement-· -

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. And the Roosevelt people ' 

were defeated, and two or three weeks after they convened-
Mr. NORRIS. And the contest was dismi.ssed; they never 

got the vote, and Taft did, and properly so. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman from Washington did not state 
that. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They met by agreement, 
and the Roosevelt people refused--

Mr. NORRIS. And contested it, and they w.~t to the col:'.Il
mittee and the committee turned the Roosevelt people down; 
and I am not objecting to it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It was the Taft people 
who turned them down. 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course it was, and they did right. That is 
a case where they did right. They stumble on that once in 
awhile, but not often. When the Roosevelt men instirote a 
contest that is wrong they ought to be defeated. In the cases 
the gentleman mentions the Taft delegates won. · They were 
given the seats, and I am not complaining, and as far as I know 
no one else is finding fault. 

They say, "Why, here is a contest down in Louisiana; it had 
nothing back of it, nothing to give it any foundation, and we de
cided it against Roosevelt. And," they say, "even the Roosevelt 
men on the committee voted to decide it against Roosevelt" 
That is commendable of them. They were honest. They were 
not there to steal. They were tJiere to do right. But the argu
ment of those who defend the robbery at Chicago is that be
cause . they found a contest instituted by. Roosevelt men to be 
without merit, therefore they were justified in deciding all 
contests against the Roosevelt delegates, without regard to 
merit. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman yield 
for a question? · 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to finish up this Question first. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I would like to ask the 

question whether he thinks the argunient of the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. l\!oNDELL] was any more unfair than to quote 
some man as being high authority--

Mr. NORRIS. I will not go over that now. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Let me finish my question. 
Mr. NORRIS. I know what the gentleman is going· to say, 

and I have admitted to the gentleman that his criticism is just. 
I know it is; I acknowledge it. I would be as glad as the gen
tleman would be if I could give the name of every authority I 
have cited--

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. You already have it, say
ing that he was an honest man, that you could not mention 
it because he did not want it known, and that he was support
ing Taft because he wanted to get into office. 

Mr. NORRIS. If everybody who· is .supporting Taft be
cause he eithef has or expects to get an office is dishonest, then 
Taft's honest supporters will be reduced so that you can number 
them on the fingers of your hand. 

)fr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yet you quote them to 
support your case. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman can ask me a question, bnt do 
not make an argument. 

~fr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If I can ask a question 
without having any· more noise about it than necessary, I would 
ask you if you did not quote here as evidence-- . 

Mr. NORRIS. I know what the gentleman is going to say, 
and I have been over it and I have stated it repeatedly. Now, 
the gentleman ought to be courteous enough to let me go on. 
I know what the gentleman is going to say--

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. You know what I am 
going to say, and that is the reason you do not want me to 
ask it. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman has already a~ked it once, and 
I have gone over it and explained my position. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. You have not permitted 
me to ask it yet, and the reason is that you know what I am 
going to ask. It is 120 miles away--

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would say to the gentleman 
from Washington, if I am interrupting him--

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am not interrupting the 
gentleman. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman is talking aloud here. If I 
annoy him, I apologize for it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman need not 
get disturbed. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am not disturbed. I .wanted to giv~ the 
gentleman a free rein if he wanted it. 

Mr. P ROUTY. Mr. Chairman, I rise for order. I .want to 
hear this discussion, and can not hear two of them at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. The gentleman 
from Washington [l\lr. HUMPHREY] is clearly out of order. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gentleman from 
Nebraska will keep still--

Mr. NORRIS. I am not going to keep still. I have ta.ken the 
floor for the purpose of doing otherwise. That is my privilege. 

Now, then, I was· asking the question, I believe, what would 
be a fair-minded -man's duty with these two propositions, one 
delegation selected at a primary where 7,000 Republicans par
ticipated, and there were 6,500 votes for one set of delegates, 
and another delegate was selected in secret by 14 men without 
any authority? That is the case of King County. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANN. Is there any great distinction in theory between 

14 men selecting 121 delegates and 1 man selecting 131 and per
mitting them to call a primary? 

Mr. NORRIS. It depends altoge~er on the authority of the 
1 and the authority of the 14. If the 1 had the authority, 
his action is right. 

If the 1 man had authority to do what he did-and in this 
case I do not believe anybody seriously questions it-then his 
action was legal. If the 14 men selected delegates and had no 
authority whatever to do it, then the delegates they selected had 
no title whatever; the action was entirely illegal. This, it is 
true, is a technical view of the situation; but, be as technical as 
you will, you can not find any excuse or any. authority for the 
selection of the Taft delegation of 121 men from King County. 
But for a moment let us lay aside technicalities and take a 
broad view of the situation. The question of authority is im
portant, but what did the people who were given authority do 
after they received it? Suppose the appointments by the chair
man to fill these 121 vacancies be considered absolutely illegal. 
After this appointment by the chairman gave to these precinct 
committeemen their power, what did they do with it~ They 
turned it all back to the rank and file of the Republican Party. 
They, in connection with the old members of the committee, 
called a primary, so if any power had been given to them ille
gally their first official act was to surrender it back to the party. 
It seems to me the most technical man could not complain, and 
even if you honestly believe that the chairman had no right .to 
fill these vacancies it must nevertheless be admitted that the 
filling of them by the chairman resulted in nothing further than 
to give the people belonging to the Republican Party an oppor
tunity to control that party. If these men were given power 
wrongfully, it must at least be said in their defense that they 
did not abuse, they did not even use it; they surrendered it all 
back, giving every Republican of King County an opportunity 
to be heard and to have his influence felt in the contest. 

On the other hand, what can be said of these 14 men? They 
were members of a committee of 22 who had charge of the 
campaign the year before. Their duties were fulfilled; their 
functions had been performed; they had nothing further to do. 
Even though no resolution had been passed discharging them, 
they would have bad no power to select a delegation to the 
State convention, but before they ever attempted to exercise 
such a function or to pick delegates the committee passed a 
resolution formally discharging them. Notwithstanding this, 
14 men, who in the year preceding had constituted part of the 
committee to manage the campaign, got together in secret and 
selected 121 delegates from King County to the State conven
tion. Here was an exercise of power by men who had no au
thority. Contrast their action with the action of the committee 
in calling the primary. They took' a way from the people all 
power and assumed it all unto themselves. They were opposed 
to giving the Republicans of King County an opportunity to 
select delegates to the State convention. Of course their real 
reason was that they knew in a primary Taft delegates would 
be defeated. They assumed that they knew what was better 
for the Republicans of King County than the Republicans did 
themselves, and so with their superior wisdom, without a 
vestige of authority, without any reason or without any right, 
they relieved the Republicans of Ki:ug County of all responsi
bility and selected 121 delegates. 

The Taft delegation from King County was seated by the 
State committee. As I have already shown, Roosevelt only 
lacked three votes of a majority of the State convention, as 
shown by the figures of the Taft fellows themselves, so it. was 
necessary that this entire delegation, i:p. the words of the Texas 
manager, should be "captured." The gentleman from Wyo
ming has criticized this primary because ther e wns not a larger 
vote cast. He makes ' the statement that there were 75,000 
Republican voters in King County. The gentleman is, of course, 
mistaken in this assertion, badly mistaken. The official records 
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of the State of Washington show that at the last congressional 
election the Republican candidate for Congress, the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY] received in King County 
16,082 vote~. In round numbers there was actually cast at this 
primary 8,000 Republican votes. This is not a bad showing, 
and demonstrates, I think, that a reasonably large percentage 
of the Republican vote was cast at that primary. At least, it 
seems to me fair to ·say that, waiving all technicalities and all 
other considerations, it would be better to let 8,000 Republicans 
of King County select a delegation to represent them than it 
would be to let 14 men, meeting in secret, do the selecting. 

In the last congressional election the official records show 
that in the whole State of Washington there were only 79,003 
votes f.or the Republican candidates, only a few more than the 
gentleman from Wyoming claims for King County alone. There 
is another important piece of evidence that will have a bearing 
on the size of the primary vote in King County. I understand 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY], the Repub
lican member of this House, who represents the distr:i'c1; in 
which King County is located, was nominated the last time he 
ran for Congress at a primary, and it is interesting to note that 
the first-choice vote by which the gentleman carried King 
County was 9,538, practically the same Republican vote that was 
cast in this despised primary that elected Roosevelt delegates to 
the State convention. Surely the gentleman from Wyoming 
would not ask our colleague from Washington to resign because 
he was nominated at a primary where there were so few votes 
cast. Surely he would not go so far as to even hint at the 
legality of the title to his seat here because in his own home 
county these 75,000 Republicans that the gentleman from Wy
oming says live there forgot to come out and vote at the pri
maries. 

Later on, in my remarks in connection with my discussion of 
the power of patronage, I will have something further to say 
in regard to the State convention of Washington, and will show 
how the trick was . done and by whom it was perform~d. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Now, l\Ir. Chairman, there were two delegates from Cali
fornia that were stolen. The State of California through her 

" legislature passed a State-wide primary law, a law providing 
for a primary for the election of delegates to the national con
ventions. That law provid.ed that these delegates should be 
elected in the State at large. The law went into effect, and: 
the Republican Party-both factions of it, all factions of it-

. and the Democratic Party and all factions of that accepted 
its provisions. 

Not only was this Jaw acted upon and respected and accepted 
by all factions, but l\lr. Taft himself signed and filed with the 
secretary of state of California an official document that gaye 
him the benefits of this law in the California contest. The 
law had a provision in it by which any candidate for President 
could file with the secretary of state his accepted list of dele
gates favorable to his candidacy, so as to give him the benefit 
of having his delegates printed on the ballot in a group and 
also to give his supporters in the Sta,te his official statement as 
to the delegates that he desired elected from the State to the 
national convention. Mr. Taft went into the contest and filed 
with the secretary of state of California his indorsement of 26 
men whom he desired elected under that law as delegates to 
the Chicago convention. I have a certified copy of this docu
ment and it reads as follows : 

THE WmTE HOUSE, 
Wa.sh.i11gton, D. 0 ., March £6, ~~-

CHAS. M. HAMMO~, San Francisco, Cal.: 
I indorse your selection of the following 26 candidates for delegates 

to the national convention : 
(Here follow the names of the 26 Taft delegates.) 

WM. H. TAFT. 
Filed in the offi.ce of the secretary of state the 26th day of March, 

Hl12, at 9 o'clock a. m. 
. FRANK C . .JORDAN, 

Secretary of State. 

After going into this California contest and atfer Mr. Taft 
had specifically, over his own signature, accepted the benefits 
of the law, it seems to me that it comes with poor grace, after 
he had been defeated by an overwhelming majority, for anyone 
in his behalf to set up the flimsy excuse that the law of Cali
fornia should not be respected because it conflicted with a rule 
of the national committee. If it was the intention of the Taft 
men to make this contention, it would rather seem to me, in 
all honoi: and honesty, they ought to have made it before they 
went into the contest under the law and tried to get the dele
gation through the law. Mr. Taft is a lawyer of sufficient 
abillty to know that from the beginning of civilization, his con
. duct in the contest in California would certaiuJy have estopped 
him, or anyone in his behalf, from trying to nullify the State 
statute after he had been defeated in the contest and after 

he had accepted the provisions of the statute. It is a pitiable 
spectacle and not a very bright one to place before the rising 
generation to have the President of the United States go into 
a contest of this kind and specifically accept a law and then, 
after he is defeated, to see his supporters openly and defiantly 
nullify this law and setting up a rule of a political committee 
as a defense o:t their action. 1.rhe case of the bosses at Chicago 
must have been desperate indeed if, in addition to going so far 
as to nullify the laws of a sovereign State, they should also 
put tl.teir own candidate for whose benefit they were perpe
trating the robbery in such an unenviable and undesirtlble posi
tion before the American people. 

The reasoning of the men who would follow the action taken 
at Chicago in nullifying the laws of the State of California would 
lead us to the greatest of absurdities. Suppose one of our 
States, Iowa for instance, decided to enact a presidential pri
mary law. No one denies but what Iowa ought to have the 
right to do it. There is no inhibition in the United States 
Constitution to such action. All men of progressive ideas admit 
that every State ought to have such a law, but, disregarding the 
merits of the case, all men ought to be willing to admit that 
Iowa should be permitted to make whatever law she desired on 
the subject. 

If the reasoning of the Taft people in Chicago is correct, t.he 
lawmakers of the Iowa Legislature, before they enacted their 
statute, would have to make an examination of the rules and 
regulatior..s of the Republican committee and see that their pro
posed primary law would not conflict with the rules of this 
committee-a committee entirely outside of any law, n com
mittee that is not governed by any law. And so the citizens of 
Iowa, before they could enact a law that would be workable 
and entitle their delegates to admission to a national conven
tion, would have to consult the edicts and the rules of this com
mittee. Suppose they did this and enacted their law in ac
cordance with the national committee's rules, what assurance 
have the people of Iowa thatt even before their law can go into 
effect, the national committee will not meet and pass other 
rules and regulations that would nullify their law. The national 
committee, controlled as it has been controlled in the past by 
the political machine, being opposed to the election of delegates 
by primaries, because in that way it takes away their power, 
would be able to nullify any and every law that any or every 

-fOVereign State of the Union might pass. What a spectacle it 
would be for the governor or a committee of the legislators 
from Iowa to go to Chicago or to Boston or to New York to con
sult the political bosses and :find out from them whether they had 
in contemplation any change in the rules of the national commit
tee in order that the sovereign State of Iowa might be assured 
that these self-constituted political bosses would not nullify and 
abrogate any law that Iowa might pass. 

Mr. KENT. Mr. Chairman: will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NORRIS. I do. 
Mr. KENT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he is aware 

of the fact that at the time this law was passed the Republi
can organization of California was hostile to President Taft 
and had absolute authority to elect all delegates hostile to him? 

:Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I am aware of that fact. I myself, when 
that question was up in California, wired to some of the officials 
there, knowing that the progressives there had advocated a 
primary for delegates to the convention, and that they had 
obtained complete control of the Republican machinery, and 
under the law of California as then constituted they could have 
selected the delegates absolutely. They had it secure, and some 
people thought they ought to give the machine a dose of its 
own medicine and select delegates in that way. I urged them 
to pass a presidential primary law. The progressive Repub
licans of California, in control of the legislature, and, notwith
standing the fact that they also had control of the Republican 
machinery and could have named every. delegate to the Repub
lican convention, passed a State-wide primary providing that 
the delegates should be elected by the people of the whole State. 
The Roosevelt delegates were elected by about 77,000 pluralitY, 
over the Taft men. Nobody disputes that Each of the dele
gates received a certificate of election and went to Chicago. 
But when they came to Chicago the national committee threw 
out two of those men and put in two Taft men. 

It is claimed in the speech of the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MoNDl:U] that this law of California conflicted with the 
order and the rule of the national Republican committee. Have 
we come to the positbn where any national committee, without 
any law to control it, without any power or anybody to control 
it, can pass rules that shall nullify the.laws...of sovereign States? 
Then it is time that we should know it . 

Well, let us see what happened. They put on two Taft men 
in place of the two Roosevelt men that they took off. By what 
right did they put them on? Nobody had contested their seats. 

' 
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Nobody had called any other primary or convention in any dis
trict or had made any protest whatever. No convention, no com
mittee, nobody, had done anything in California to question the 
legality of every one ·of these 26 delegates who were elected by 
77,000 plurality. . 

It is said, "Why, the whole State might have been thrown 
out." The facts are, l\fr. Chairman, that this national com-

. mittee wanted to establish a precedent by which it could nullify 
a State statute. If it is right and that precedent must stand, 
then in four years from now that self-perpetuating machine, 
the national committee, can nullify any law or statute passed 
in any of the States. It can, with the same authority and the 
same power, nullify the primary law in my State, which pro
vides that delegates shall be elected by districts, and not in 
the State as a whole, as was done in the State of California. 
They can, the next time, make a rule that the only electors 
elected by a primary that ca n sit in a convention shall be those 
that are elected as they elect them now in California. The real 
purpose there is to make this machine self-perpetuating. They 
have robbed the Republican Party of their expression and their 
right to control the national convention now. They were · only 
preparing, when they stole the two delegates from California, 
to commit the same crime again four years from now, and to 
establish a precedent for it. 

Why, the gentleman from Wyoming said ~ey could have 
taken the whole State. True enough; they might. They were 
all powerful. I could, on the same theory of the gentleman 
from Wyoming, and those who follow that theory, if I am ar
rested for stealing horses and I am brought to trial, offer 
as a defense that the barn out of which I stole the horse con~ 
tained two horses and I stole only one ; and on their theory 
I will not only be entitled to a verdict of not guilty for larceny, 
but I will be entitled to a legal title to the horse that I did 
steal. [Laughter and applause.] 

TEXAS. 

Now, I am going to take up the contests from the State of 
Texa s. The State of Texas is a southern State, and the argu
ment of the gentleman from Wyoming [l\Ir. MONDELL] in favor 
of the Taft delegates from Texas is rather amusing. He shows 
that Federal officeholders down in Texas were overriding the 
Taft fellows and controlling coll'ventions. Maybe it is true; 
but what is sauce for the goose ought to be sauce for the gander. 
If you will take away from Taft the delegates that came to 
him from the States where I believe they were absolutely 
stolen, and those from the South that came to him by virtue 
of patronage alone, he would not have a handful of delegates 
left. Everybody In1ows it. [.Applause.] 

In the State of Texas there was an open contest between the 
Taft followers and the Roosevelt followers which the entire 
counh·v watched with considerable interest. Texas was the 
one southern State where the national committeeman of the 
State was opposing the administration and supporting Roose
velt. In that State practically all of the contests were brought 
uv the Taft people. The State convention was controlled by the 
Roosevelt followers, and nearly every congressional district 
convention was controlled in the same way. The regularity 
that the o-entleman from Wyoming claims on behalf of all the 
Taft dele:ates from the Sonth is lacking in the State of Texas. 
As I saia"' the whole country watched the contest, and it was 
generally 'understood throughont the United States at the time 
that the Roosevelt men were successful. It did not dawn on 
the nubile mind for some time afterwards that the Taft people 
were industriously working up contest cases. and making a 
determined effort to steal the delegation at Chicago. The man 
who had charge of the Taft campaign in Texas was H. F . 
MacGregor, nnd it must be said to the credit of Mr. MacGregor 
Ulat he conducted his fight in a very open-handed way. He 
m;cle no secret of the fact that those who were faithful and 
helped in tlle Taft cause sho'?ld be re":ard~d in the way of 
patronage. He had two able lieutenants m h1~ fight. One was 
a man by the name of W. B. Brush, of Austm, Tex., and the 
other was James W. A. Clark, of Corsicana. They issued defi
nite instructions in writing to the Taft followers. They de
liberately started out with a conspiracy to contest every con
·rnntion that they could not capture. They tried to browbeat 
public officials and gave everybody to understand that those who 
were faithful would be rewarded and that those.who supported 
Roosevelt would be punished. Later on in my remarks, when 
I intend to discuss at more length the question and the evils of 
patronage, I shall refer again to these men and read portions 
of their published correspondence. . 

It is snlficieut to- say at present that these subordinates were 
instructed by the Taft managers to contest every delegation 
that they could not control and to bolt wherever they were in 
the minority and elect a contesting delegation. In one of the 

letters the boss, in giving his instructions, used this language: 
" Capture if you can, but do not be captured." As will be seen 
in the examination of the evidence in the various dish·icts of 
Texas, these instructions were carried out to the letter. Wher.
ever the 1.'aft fellows conlc1. not control the conyention they al
ways bolted; they always elected contesting delegations, and 
in Chicago these contesting delegations were always seated. 
Very seldom did they even attempt to give a reason for their 
bolt. Through all the contests of Texas very little, if any, 
evidence will be found of any irregularity on the part of the 
Roosevelt delegates, and in no case where a contesting Taft 
delegation was seated will there be found any evidence of 
regularity or legality of the Taft delegations. · 

Notwithstanding these methods; the State convention of Texas 
was controlled by an overwhelming majority in f>.ivor of Roose
velt, and most of the congressional district conventions were con
trolled iu the same way. ~rexas was entitled to eight delegates 
from the State at large. The State of '.rexas has a law pro
viding for the holding of the State convention, and the Republi
can State convention was called pursuant to that statute. · 
Texas has 249 counties within its boundaries. There were dele
gates to the State conv,ention from 208 of these counties. The 
original credentials of the delegates in these 208 conuties ·were 
introduced before the credentials committee at Chicago, nnd no 
one, as far as I know, has denied or disputed their legality or 
validity. · In the other 41 counties there were no conventions or 
primaries held and no representation from them either for 
Roosevelt or for Taft. 

In the entire State there were contests in the State conven
tion from 17 counties. The regular State committee, composed of 
both Roosevelt and Taft men, and by a unanimous vote, referred 
these contests to four subcommittees, and on each one -of these 
four subcommittees were both RooseTelt and Taft represeut:i
ti'res. After hearing the contests the subcommittees reported 
to the full committee the result of their investigations. The 
report of three of these subcommittees was unanimous anu was 
approy't!d by the full committee. In the other subcommittee 
there was a minority report filed by a Taft member, in which 
he differed from the Roosevelt members af the committee on 
only two counties, so that, as far as the State committee was 
concerned, there was a unanimous conclusion reached by buth 
Taft and Roosevelt men on all the contests except from these 
two counties. Of the 17 counties contested, Taft delegates were 
seated from 4 counties and one-half of the Taft delegation from 
4 counties, and the Roosevelt delegations were seated from D 
counties. The action of these subcommittees was appro-red uy 
the whole committee by a vote of 28 to 2, and included in the 
28 were 3 Taft members. The other 2 members gave notice that 
they would present a minority report to the convention as to 
these two counties, but, as a matter of fact, there was no evi
dence anywhere to show that any such minority report was 
ever presented. The report of this committee was unanimously . 
adopted and approyed by the State convention when it conyened. 
In the entire State there were 27 counties that instructed for 
Taft, and 13 of these 27 counties remained in and took part in 
the State convention. The convention elected delegates avd 
instructed them for Roosevelt by a majority of more than 10 
to 1. No one anywhere at any time has questioned the regu
larity either prior to or during the State convention. There was 
no evidence whateyer offered before the national committee or 
the committee on credentials that could possibly be construed 
to give any legality to the Taft delegation from Texas. 

The Taft delegation was selected at a meeting that had no 
authority whatever. It did not even pretend to have lily 
semblance of regularity. There could not have b~n present 
delegates from to exceed 14 counties. The meeting was held 
without any notice, without any call; in fact, it was a secret 
meeting. There was no roll call, no pretense at organi?ation in 
the way of appointing a committee on credentials or other
wise, and no credentials were presented. No call of tlle coun
ties was had. 

Notwithstanding this, the Taft delegates from Texas were 
seated and the legally elected Roosevelt delegates were thrown 
out. In most of the congressional districts from Texas the 
work of the national committee and the credentials committee 
was as flagrant and unfair as it was in regard to the delegates 
from the State convention. 

FOURTH DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 

The fourth district affords a remarkable e.~hibition of the 
determination of the Taft managers to either rule or ruin. 
There are five counties in this district. There were contests 
presented from two precincts in two different counties, one 
from CoJlin and one from Grayson. The men presenting these 
contests had been denied admission in the county convention 
of the two counties mentioned. The convention was org .. nized 
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in the reO'ular way, at the time and place provided for in the 
call, and I:) four out of five counties, with regularly and _Ia w
fully elected delegates, took part. Delegates to the national 
convention were elected and instructed for Roosevelt. '!1he 
delegates from the county that did ?ot take part, at a la.ter trme 
and at another place, together with the men present~g con
tests from the two precincts mentioned, h:ld a con:vention and . 
elected Taft delegates. The evidence in this case discloses that 
there was no claim of irregularity, excepting from these two 
precincts. No one has denied at any time but what the Roose
velt delegates were regularly and lawfu!Iy _elected; fi1:at they 
held their county conventions and the district conventions ac
cording to law and at the time and place name in the call, 
which was regularly and lawfully issued. Of course, it was . 
necessary in Chica.go to give the Taft men a c?ntrol of that 
convention that some legally elected delegates mstruct~d for 
Roosevelt should be thrown out, and I presu1:11e t;heY: considered 
they miO'ht as well throw them out from this district as from 
:my oth:r, and so the steam roller crushed the life out of the 
Roosevelt delegates and these Taft delegates w~re seated,. who 
had no more claim and no more right to seats m the national 
convention at Chicago than they did at Baltimore. 

FIFTH DISTRICT. 

The fifth congressional district of Texas ls composed of five 
counties. There were contests from three out of the five coun
ties. It should be observed that in this district the con~res
sional committee was controlled by Taft men, and the committee 
thus controlled decided the contests in favor of the Roosevelt 
delegates. The conventiop. then went ahead and elected dele
gates in the regular way and instructed them for Roosevelt. 
Ellis County was one of the counties in this district. The 
delegates from this cotmty were instructed for Ta~, but re
mained in the convention and participated in its action. Not
withstanding this, the delegates from this county, together 
with the Taft delegates from one other county that had been 
denied seats in the regular convention, met together and se
lected a set of Taft delegates, and the national committee and 
the credentials committee at Chicago, following their usual 
course, gave these illegally elected delegates seat~ in the con
vention. 

SEVFl."l"TH DISTRICT. 

The seventh congressional district of Texa's comprises eight 
counties. Six out of the eight were carried by Roosevelt, and 
the Roosevelt delegates had an overwhelming majority in the 
district convention. Two conventions were held. The dele
gates from the sb.:: counties held a convention and selected 
Roosevelt delegates. No question was ever rai~ed an~here as 
to the regularity of the delegates from these six counties. No 
one so far as I know has ever denied that their election was 
eve~ u·regular in the i'.ninutest detail, but notwithstanding this, 
the delegates elected for Taft by the two counties c?mpo~d of 
only a small minority of the delegation were seated m Chicago. 

EIGHTH DISTRICT. 

In the eighth district of Texas there are nine counties. Six 
of these counties were carried by Roosevelt men and the dele
gates from the other two counties were in favor of Taft. The 
Taft delegates from these two counties bolted from the regular 
convention and held a rump convention, but the delegates elected 
by them were seated in Chicago with the usual regularity. No 
one has ever questioned the regularity of the convention in this 
district that was controlled by Roosevelt delegates, and no one 
has ever given any reason why the Taft delegates bolted and 
held a separate convention, excepting that they were unable to 
control the convention, and, .as I shall show later on from 
printed letters of the Taft managers in Texas, the action of the 
Taft delegates in this district convention, the same as their 
action in the other Texas district conventions, was taken ac
cording to the written instructions of the Taft managers. 

NINTH DISTRICT. 

In the ninth district there were two district conventions. One 
was called by the regular congressional district committee 
through its chairman. A large majority of the delegates took 
part in this convention. At this convention Roosevelt delegates 
were elected. The other convention, which elected Taft dele
gates, was called by a man who was chairman of one of the 
county committees. He had no authority either under law or 
any rule oe regulation of the party. The convention which he 
called was participated in by a minority of the delegates. In 
this district it was known before either convention met that a 
large majority of the delegates to the convention were for 
Roosevelt, and the Taft delegates therefore refused to meet in 
convention with the Roosevelt fellows, and according to in
structions from the Taft managers they saw that they could 

not " capture" and therefore obeyed the command and kept out 
of the regular convention so they could not "be captured." 

TENTH DISTRICT. 

The tenth district of Texas comprises eight counties. No one 
has denied or disputed the regularity or the legality of this 
convention. After the convention met, however, the delegates 
from two counties and a part of a third county under the leader ... 
ship of a United States internal-revenue collector and the post~ 
master at .Austin, bolted and held a rump convention. This 
rump convention elected two Taft delegates and, of course, the 
national committee and the committee on credentials put them 
on the roll at Chicago . . 

FOURTEENTH DISTRICT. 

In the fourteenth congressional district of Texas there are 
14 counties. The congressional convention was called by the 
congressional committee. In this convention there was but one 
contest. The contest was compromised, and both the Taft and 
the Roosevelt delegates were seated, giving to each delegate one
half of a vote. When the Taft delegates in this convention 
discovered that they were in a very small minority and that 
they could not "capture " the convention, they bolted. The dele
gates from three of the counties, one of which was the county. 
that was contested, left the convention and elected Taft dele· 
gates. The regular convention performed its function in due 
form and elected Roosevelt delegates. 

I have thus far considered 22 delegates from Texas. I have 
considered only those about which, in my judgment, there can 
be no possibility of a doubt. You must remember, as I ex
plained yesterday in my remarks, that if it ba shown that 19. 
of President Taft's delegates in Chicago held their seats ille
gally and fraudulently then his nomination must of necessity, 
be illegal~ null, and void. These cases that I have taken up, 
from Texas alone, are sufficient to nullify Mr. Taft's nomina· 
ti on. 

FDDERA.L PATRONAGE. 

The gentleman from Wyoming goes on to say that postmas
ters and Federal officeholders down in Texas controlled con· 
ventions and selected delegates. He goes on to show that 
under the control of the national committeeman down there the 
Republican vote has been falling off for four years. ~ell, it 
has been falling off everywhere else for four years. [Laughter.] 
The gentlemen down in Texas who represent the Republican 
Party are handicapped by what is in the White House just the 
same as we are everywhere else in Republican circles. [.Ap
plause on the Democratic side.] Now, if it is good and suffi. 
cient reason to throw a delegate out because of lfederal patron
age, let us see where the gentleman from . Wyoming (Mr. 
l\foNDELL) will land. 

There were at the Chicago convention over 200 delegates 
from States controlled absolutely by patronage. The gentle
man from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] reminds me of Polonius. 
Hamlet, you know, took him out and showed him a cloud in the 
sky, and he said, "Polonius, that cloud looks like a camel.'' 
Polonius said, "Yes, my lord; jt does look like a camel." 
"Oh, no; " said Hamlet, " it looks like a weasel." " Sure," said 
Polonius, " come to look at it right, it does look like a weasel." 
" Oh, no; " said Hamlet, "it is an elephant." "Wby, of 
course," said Polonius, "anybody can see that it is an elephant." 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It looked like a bull moose. [Laugh· 
ter.] 

l\1r. NORRIS. It looks like a bull moose to all Democrats. 
The political boss takes my friend from Wyoming and shows 
him Texas. He says, " Here are the Roosevelt delegates down 
in Texas. They ought to be thrown out because postmasters 
helped to put them in," and the gentleman from Wyoming says, 
"Sure. Throw them out. We do not want any Federal patron· 
age delegates in Chicago." 

Then the boss takes him over to Mississippi and says, "Here 
is a delegation made up of Federal office holders and post· 
masters, all for Taft. They are all right." .And . the gentle
man from Wyoming raises his lland to heaven and says, " Of -
course they are all right." [Laughter.] "They ought to stay." 
Then the boss takes my friend to Indianapolis and says: "Be
hold,. here is one of the wonders of the campaign-a Taft 
delegation el~ted by a primary. We are for the people and 
this delegation must be seated." .And the gentleman responds: 
"Wonderful discovery! Of course, they must be seated. The 
primary must be acknowledged." .And then the boss takes my 
friend to King County. Wash., and to Maricopa County in 
.Arizona, and he says: " Here are delegations for Roosevelt. 
They were elected by the despised primary methods. The 
primary must be killed." .And my friend answers and says: 
" Sure the primary is an evil. It opens the door to fraud. 
These delegations are wicked and they must be thrown out/> 
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Now, let us see a.bout Mississippi. There are three or four 
men down in Mississippi who control the Republican Party. 
"Why," the gentleman from Wyoming says, "there were some 
counties in Texas where not a single Republican vote was ca;st." 
That is true, but those counties were not represented in that 
convention. He did not tell you that. He wanted you to think 
delegates were fixed up from those counties. They were not, 
however. 

But there were places in the South where in the last elec
tion n<>t a single Republican vote was cast in a Republican 
district, and those congressional districts were represented in 
Chicago by a couple of postmasters. He says that Col. Lyon, 
the national committeeman from Texas, helps the Dem<>crats. 
I am not going to dispute it, because I know nothing about it. 
But over in Florida, where there were two delegates, enthu
siastic Republicans for Taft, who went to Chicago with their 
expenses paid, I suppose, and return tickets in their pockets, 
who came from districts where not a single Republican vote 
had been cast What did they do for the Democracy! 

Well, Mr. Speaker, let us 5-ee. The Republican party in 
Mississippi is controlled by three men: L. B. Moseley, clerk of 
the court; W. O. Ligon, one of the United States marshals in 
one of the dish'icts; and a man by the name of Fred. W. 
Collins. 

Now, let us see about the delegates from ·Mississippi to 
Chicago. 

L. B. Moseley, clerk of the Federal court, jury commissioner, 
United States commissioner. . 

M. J. Mulvihill, postmaster at Vicksburg, salary $3,100. 
L. K. Atwood, ex-collector of internal revenue. 
Then comes a private citizen. God bless him! How lonely 

he must have felt in that delegation. [Laughter.] 
J. 1\1. Shumperi, juror selector. 
J. F. Butler, postmaster at Holly Springs, salary $2,200. 
E. H. McKissack, juror selector. 
Louis Waldauer, postmaster at Greenville, salary $2,800. 
J. W. Bell, postmaster at Poutotoc, salary $1,500. 
W. W. Phillips, professional juror. 
W. J. Price, postmaster at Meridian, salary $3,200. 
Then another juror. 
J. · C. Tyler, postmaster at Biloxi and solicitor of funds 

from Federal officeholders, salary $2,500. 
W. P.· Locker, janitor of Federal building, salary $900. 
E. F. Brenner, postmaster at Brookhaven, salary $2,500. 
C. n. Ligon, United States deputy marshal, and son of the 

marshal, salary $1,200. 
Wesley Crayton, professional juror and jury selector. 
What about this family that is controlling the Republican 

Party in Mississippi 7 I have read you the delegates to the Re· 
publican national convention of which the gentleman from Wyo
ming [Mr. MONDELL] is so proud that there were delegates ther~ 
not controlled by Federal patronage. 

L. B. Moseley is the clerk of the Federal court. W. R. Mose
ley, a brother, is the collector of the port at Gulfport, ~!iss., 
with a salary of $3,000 per annum. R. 0. Edwards is a foster 
brother and cousin and is postmaster in Jackson, with a salary 
of $3,300. Mrs. R. 0. Edwards is assistant postmaster in Jack
son, with a salary of $1,600. Thomas W. McA.lpin is a brother
in-law, and he has a contract for carrying the mail. l\iiss 
Suzette McA.lpin is a sister of Thomas McA.lpin and is post
mistress at Bolton, with a salary of $940. · Frank L. Rattliff, 
another cousin, is a postmaster at Shaw, and he has a salar-y of 
$1,400. Then let us take up the Ligon family: W. 0. Ligon is 
the United States marshal and he has a salary of $3,000 from 
the Federal Treasury. His son, C. R. Ligon, is a deputy United 
States marshal and gets a salary of $1,200. Jennie D. J igou, 
the wife of W. 0. Ligon, is postmistress at Gloster and l ~as a · 
salary of $1,500, Then there is Percy Ligon, W. O.'s son, who is 
assistant postmaster at Gloster, with a salary of $590. 

Let us now.take the other part of the trio, the Collins family: 
Fred W. Collins is United States marshal, with a salary of 
$3,000. W. A. Collins is a son of Fred and is postmaster at 
Hattiesburg, with a salary of $3,000. Seth W. Collins is an 
uncle to Walter and is postmaster at McComb City, at a salary 
of $2,'300. Then there is J. N. Attkison, brother-in-law to 
Walter, who is postmaster at Summit, with a salary of $1.500. 
Walter Collins, son of Fred, also has a brother-in-law wbo i3 
thn postmaster at Tylertown, and he gets a salary of $1.500. 
F. W. Co11ins, jr., son of Fred, is deputy United States marshal 
and gets a salary of $1,200. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to get a few min
utes longer . 

.!\Ir. BURLESON. How much more time does the gentleman 
want! 

·Mr. NORRIS. Fifteen minutes. 
. Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may proceed for 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 7 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like very much 

to accommodate the gentleman from Nebraska, but we have a 
very important caucus called here for this evening. If the gen
tleman can get through in a few minutes, I shall not object to 
his request. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, would the gentleman prefer to 
go ahead for a few minutes to-night or to ask unanimous con
sent to proceed to-morrow! 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to finish what I 
have to say to-night. Of course I recognize the fact that the 
gentleman :et-om Wyoming consumed two hours and a half 
but it is getting late, and I shall not find fault. ' 

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman understands that ob
jection comes from the Democratic side. 

l\1r . . NORRIS. Certainly; I understand. If the gentleman 
desires to go on with the caucus, I will ask unanimous consent 
that immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow 
I be allowed 30 minutes. 

Mr. JAMES. Time to conclude the gentleman's remarks. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection to the gentleman 

going on to-morrow, but this evening there is business set apart. 
Mr. NORRIS. I understand, and I am not finding fault. 
l\fr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move that 

the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. PAGE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported t:l'.at that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 18787, 
relating to the limitation of daily hours of labor on public 
works, etc., and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

.Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con~ t that 
.to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the Journal, I may 
be allowed to conclude the remarks which I began to-day. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani
mous consent that to-morrow, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, he be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

l\fr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire the gentleman to 
indicate some time. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not believe I shall take more than .iW 
minutes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Then, say one hour. 
Mr. NORRIS. Very well, .!\fr. Speaker; one hour. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani· 

mo us consent to address the House to-morrow for one hour, it 
he so desires, immediately after the reading of the Journal. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HA WLE:Y. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD upon a bill reported from the 
Committee on the Public Lands affecting certain lands in my 
district .. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 7 
There was no objection. 
Mr. A.KIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the subject of the 
Osage Indian bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

. LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous censent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To M:r. EDWARDS, indefinitely, on account of illness in his 
family. _ 

To Mr. GARNER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
.ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
7 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs
day, July 25, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
:Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 

the Treasury, transmitting copy of coilJ.lllunication from t.lle 
Acting Secretary of War submitting estimate of apprc>priatiou 
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for mileage to officers and contract surgeons, etc., in connection 
with the relief of sufferers from floods in the Mississippi and 
Ohio Valleys ... (H. Doc. No. 879), was taken from the Speaker's 
table, referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be "printed. ' 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, ·bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows : 

:Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 8151) providing for the ad
justment of the grant of lands in aid of the construction of the 
·corvallis and Yaquina Bay military wagon road and of con
flicting claims to lands within the limits of said grant, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1054), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GUDGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 5494) to provide a site 
for the erection of a building to be known as the George Wash
ington Memorial Building, to serya as the gathering place and 
headquarters of patriotic, scientific, medical, and other organiza
tions interested in promoting the welfare of the American peo
ple, reported the. same with amendment, accompanied by a re
port (No. 1055), which said bill and report were raferred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 25611) to authorize the 
sale of certain lots in the Hot Springs Reservation for church 
and hospital purposes, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1056), which said bill and re11ort 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

l\fr. RAKER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
'which 'vas referred the bill (S. 5679) to amend section 2 of an 
·act to authoriz~ the President of the United States to make 
withdrawals of public lands in certain cases, approved June 25, 
1910, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1057), which said bill and report -were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

l\Ir. HEFLIN, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 340) making ap
propriation to be used in exterminating the army worm, re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (~o. 
1058), which said bill and report were referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF cm1.l\IITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
l\fr. PEPPER, from the Committee on Military Affairs to 

w~c.h was referred the bill (H. R. 16997) for the relief of 
William Bell, reported the same without a~endment accom
,Panied by a report (No. 1053), which said bill and rep~rt were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo

rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
~Y .Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 25935) to amend an act 

entitled "An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interio.r to ~11 to the city of Los Angeles, Cal., certain public 
lands . rn California and granting rights in, over, and through 
the Sierra Forest Reserve, the Santa Barbara Forest Reserve 
and the San Gabriel Timberland Reserve, Cal. to the city of 
Los Angeles, Cal.," approved June 30, 1906 · to' the Committee 
on the Public Lands. ' 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 25936) to amend an act entitled 
:'An ac~ to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
mdustr1es of the United States, and for other purposes" ap
proved i\.ugust 5, 1909; to th~ Committee on Ways and l\fe~ns. 

By Mr. REDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 25937) making the first 
Monday in September (Labor Day) a legal holiday· to the 
Committee- on the Judiciary. ' 

By Mr. ST~HENS of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
341) concernmg contracts with Indian tribes or individual 
Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
~Y Mr .. FOSS: Join~ resolution (H. J. Res. 342) to adopt a 

national a1r for the United States of America; to the Committee 
on the Library. · · - -

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLACKMON (by request) : A bill (H. R. 25938) for 

the relief of Frances C. Hoffman ; to the Committee on Claims. 
By l\fr. CL..A..YPOOL: A bill (H. R. 25939) granting an in· 

crease of pension to William T. Mills; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 25940) granting an in
crease of pension to C. W. Goff; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 25941) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25942) to correct the military record of 
Wilson Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. GEORGE; A bill (H. R. 25943) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma C. Crossman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POST : A bill (H. R. 25944) granting an increase of 
pension to John W . Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 25945) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Ja·mes W. Miller; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\fr. RUSSELL : A bill (H. R. 25946) for the relief of 
Ephram Combs; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 25947) granting a pension to 
Juliette Holmes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25948) granting a pension to Barbara 
Scisinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25949) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram A. Knapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 25950) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 25951) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew W. Sponsler; ·to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\fr. SMALL : A bill (H. R. 25952) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Taylor; to the Committee on Iu-rnlid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 25953) granting a pen
sion to Franklin D. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By 1\Ir. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 25954) granting a pension 
to Daniel B. Jones ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 25955) grant
ing an increase of pension to Richard Riddles; to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25956) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Weddigen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25957) granting an increase of pension to 
S. L. Hotchkiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25958) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Stead; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25959) granting an increase of pension to 
Isiah White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25960) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Crandall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill .(H~ R. 25961) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin C. Manning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25962) granting a pension to Mary Soper· 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25963) granting an increase of pension to 
John Metzger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25964) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Baldwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25965) grantip.g a pension to Letitia M. 
Leepard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25966) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Burroughs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25967) granting an increase of pension to 
George W . Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25968) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. McCallum; to the Committee on Invalid ~nsions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25969) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By 1\Ir. ANSBERRY : Petition of the Episcopal Church of the 
Diocese of Ohio, favoring legislation for relief of the natives of 
Alaska ; to the Committee on the Territories. 
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Also, petition of the International Dredge Workers' Associa- Also, petition of ·w. A. Winn, Hollister, Cal., and John w. 
tion, Local No. 3, Toledo, Ohio, favoring pasS'age of House· bill Davy, San Jose, Cal., favoring the passage of a pa.reel-post bill· 
18787, for regulating and shortening the hours of men building to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ' 
and maintaining Government rivers and harbors; to the Com- Also, ~tition of N. B. Taylor, San Francisco, Cal., favorin<l" 
mittee on Labor. passage of bill for building the Lincoln memorial highway· ~ 

By l\lr. CALDER: Petition of the Daughters of Liberty of the Committee on Public Buildings and Gronnds. ' 
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring passage of .House bill 22527, for re- Also, petition of the Labor Council of San Francisco Cal. 
striction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and f~".'oring. dismissal of Judge C. J. Hanford for canceli~g th~ 
Naturalization. citizenship papers of Leonard Oleson for beinO' a member of 

Also, petition of the Internationa) Dredge Workers' Protec- the Socialist Party; to the Committee on the J~diciary. 
tive Association, favoring passage of House bill 18787, providing Also, petition of Nelson A. l\Iiles Camp, No. 10, United Span
for shorter hours for men building and maintaining Government ish War Veterans, San Francisco, Cal., favoring appointment 
rivers and harbors; to the Committee on Labor. of qualified United Spanish War veteran on the Board of ren-

Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council of Greater sion Examiners; to the Committee on Pensions. 
New York, protesting against the passage of the Bourne parcel- Also, petition of the Board of .Trade of Richmond, Cal., fa
post bill ( S. 6850); to the Committee on the Post Office and voring legislation for building a bridge across the San Fran
Post Roads. cisco Bay; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-

Also, petition of Eckford C. DeKay, military secretary to the merce. 
governor, Albany, N. Y., favoring passage of House bill 2588, Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles 
:relative to improving the Naval Militia; to the Committee on Cal.; and the Chamber of Commerce of Oakland, Cal., favoring 
Naval Affairs. free use of the Panama Canal by American vessels· to the Com-

By Mr. DANFORTH: · Petition of citizens of New York, favor- mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ' 
ing legislation regulating express rates and cl.'.l.ssification; to Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Cal., favoring passage of House bill 22589, for improving con~ 

Also, petition of citizens of New York, protesting against any sular and diplomatic buildings; to the Committee on Foreign 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office Affairs. 
and Post Roads. . Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco 

By l\lr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Photo-Engravers' Union, Cal., and A. K. Salz, San Francisco, Cal, favoring passage of 
No. 1, of New York, protesting against the passage of the House bill _ 18327, for preparing a national directory of com
Bourne parcel-post bill (S. 6850); to the Committee on the mercial organizations; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
Post Office and Post Roads. eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Piano Merchants Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Berkeley, Cal, 
of America, protesting against any change in the patent laws and the Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., favoring pas
affecting price maintenance; to the Committee on Patents. Eage of the 1-cent postage rate; to the Committee on .the Post 

Also, petition of the St. Augustine Board of Trade, St. Augustine, Office and Post Roads. 
Fla., favoring bill turning the powder house lot over to the city Also, petition of the United States Customs Civil Service Re
of St. Augustine for a public park;. to the Committee on :Mill- tirement Association, and the Pennsylvania Civil Service Re
tary Affairs. form Association, protesting against passage of section 5 in 

Also, petition of the Hebrew veterans of the War with Spain, House bill 24023, making a five-year tenure of office of civil
protesting against the passage of House bill 22527, for restric- service employees; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
tion of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- Also, petition of the United Spanish War Veterans, favoring 
uralization. passage of House bill 17470, pensioning widows and orphans 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Washington, of the Spanish-American War, etc.; to the Committee on Pen
D. C., protesting against the provision on page 109 of the sundry sions. 
civil bill relative to reimbursing the United States amount due Also, petition of P. C. Drescher, of Sacramento, Cal., and R. H. 
on one-half of the per capita cost of indigent patients in the Bennett, of San Francisco, Cal., favoring passage of House bill 
Government Hospital for the Insane; to the Committee on Ap- 22526, creating uniform weight and branding laws; to the Com-
propriations. mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce . 

.Also, petition of the Washington Architectural Club, pro- Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, 
testing against the annulling of the Tarsney Act relative to Cal., and of George H. Hahn, of San Francisco, Cal., protesting 
hiring Government architects; to the Committee on Appropria- against the passage .of House . bill 23417, removing price restric· 
tions. - tions; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the National Shorthand Reporters' Associa- Also, petition of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, 
tion at l\filwaukee, Wis.~ protesting against the passage of favoring passage of Senate bill 122, creating a board of ·river 
House bill 4-036, making the United States district court official regulation; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
shorthand reporters a political appointment; to the Committee By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of the Workmen's Sick and 
-0n the Judiciary. Death Benefit Fund of America, protesting against the passage 

Also, petition of Ernest A. Eggers and 75 other citizens of House bill 22527, for restriction of immigration; to the Com· 
of Brooklyn, favoring passage of the RodClenbery antiprize- mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
fight bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- Also, petition of New York Typographical Union, No. 6, pro-
merce. testing against the passage of the Bourne parcel-post bill_ ( s. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of New York Typ9graphical 6650) ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Union, No. 6, of New York, and the Allied Printing Trades Conn- By Mr. MAGUIRE .of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of 
ell of New York State, protesting against the passage of the Nebraska, protesting against the passage of any. parcel-post 
Bourne parcel-post bill (S. 6850); to the Committee on the Post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Office and Post Roads. By ·l\fr. SLOAN: Petition of Wilhelm Reiker, of Cedar Bluffs, 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of P. C. Drescher, Sacramento, Nebr., protesting against the wearing of s.ectarian garb in 
Cal. ; Wellman Peck Co., San Francisco, Cal. ; and Stetson, Bar- Government schools; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
ret Co., San Francisco, Cal., favoring passage of House bill By Mr. SPARKMAN: Petition of citizens of Florida., favor-
4667, requiiing weights and measures be shown on labels and ing passage of House bill 16313, providing for the erection 
brands of food products; to the Committee on Interstate and of an American Indian memorial and museum building in 
Foreign Commerce. Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Also,. petitions of Louis R. Dempster, San Francisco, Cal.; Grounds. 
Lucy Fay Lawrence, Los Gatos, Cal.; and John C. Spencer, San 
Francisco, Cal., favoring passage of House bill 12532. establish- By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the State Liability Board of 
ing a national park at Mount Olympus, Wash.; to the Commit- Awards, Columbus, Ohio, relative to the workmen's compensa-
tee on the Public Lands. tion act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. , 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San ·Francisco, By Mr. TUTTLE: Petition of the Workmen's Sick and Death 
CaJ., favoring appropriation for the Diplomatic and Consular Benefit Fund of America, protesting against the passage of 
Service; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. House bill 22527, - for restriction of immjgration; to the Com-

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Oakland, Cal., mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
favoring legislation for consh-uction of a flood-water canal By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of citizens of New York, pro
frorn the San Joaquin Ri'rer; to the Committee on Rivers and testing against the passage of any parcel-post legislation; to 
Harbors. the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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